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(ORIBERS’ COPIES CAN BE BOUND ON THE FOLLOWING 
mus:—Tue JOURNAL anp REPORTER, IN seEpa- 
ATE VOLUMES, CLOTH, 2s. 6d. PER VOLUME; HALF CALF, 
is, 6d. PER VOLUME. CLOTH COVERS FOR BINDING CAN BE 
SUPPLIED AT ls. 3d. EACH. THE TWO SENT FREE BY POST 

Zor 36 stamps. READING CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 
Jor A YEAR ARE NOW READY, 3s. 6d. EACH.—ORDERS 
70 BE SENT TO THE PUBLISHER. 
OMPLETE INDEX OF THE CURRENT VOLUME IS NOW 
N FOR REFERENCE, AT THE PUBLISHING OFFICE, 
OF CHARGE. THE INDEX WILL BE REGULARLY 
"1 UP AS EACH SUCCESSIVE NUMBER APPEARS. 
$ cannot notice any communication unless accompanied by the 
f and address of the writer. 
isements can be received at the Office until six o'clock on 


evening. 
ous complaints having been made by gentlemen who have 
had great difficulty in procuring the Soricitors’ JouR- 
or to whom tt has been supplied very irregularly, we beg to 
our readers and the Profession, that it is published at 7 
ck on Saturday morning, and may usually be procured by 
News Agents at that hour. Our own provincial Subscribers 
supplied by the morning mails, and the town delivery is com- 
ed in the course of the morning. Itis particularly requested, 
that complaints referring to irregularities uf this 
may be forwarded to the Publisher, and, in case they should 
r = e, he will be happy to forward the Journal direct from 


Is ‘the paper of the Juridical Society in our last number, p. 629, 
2, there has been an unfortunate transposition:—line 8 
have preceded line 6. 
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BANKERS AND PARSONS. 
e is no place like the Bankruptcy Court for 
one how ly the world goes on. Sam 
eller used to boast of his education in the markets, 
¢# man who wants really to know the secret wheels 
fat work the machinery of the world, ought to devote 
is hours of self-improvement to the study of the cases 
 bankru tey. There is the Kettering Bank case, now 
ding for } nt, which is a positive mine of infor- 
ion on the habits of bankers, and the occasional 
mtricities of pious and ingenious clergymen. An 
fe who heard that Mr. A., a country parson, wit 
thing to live on but a benefice of £150 a-year, had 
}account with the old private bank of the neighbour- 
ig town, would think himself able to guess tolerably 
Well what the pass-book might look like. He would 
the driblets of tithe coming in, and the 
mes for the butcher and baker pouncing down on 
balance the instant it assumed a creditable appear- 
An occasional small advance reluctantly granted 
1 repaid not without difficulty, might be imagined, 
the bankers were unusually easy going men of business. 
at anything beyond this nc § be quite inconceivable, 
ding to the common idea of the way in which 
ting business is carried on. But the Dcaknsstey 
upsets all these fancies at once. The sharpness 
¢ man of business, and the trusting simplicity of 
@ divine, are curiously reversed in the cases of 
. Gotch, the Kettering banker, and his customer, the 
ev. Allan Macpherson. 
;Mr. Macpherson honoured the bank with his ac- 
at a time when his only havings consisted of 
cure of £150 a-year. A few years later the 
gyman is living at Brussels, and the bank stops 
ment, with a bad debt from their reverend cus- 
r; amounting to nearly £25,000, for which not a 
fap of security has ever been given, except an assign- 
kent of some apparently worthless patents.. How 
amy thousands of Mr. Macpherson’s' lay brethren 
ould give their ears to know how to charm a tenth 
of the sum from bankers to whom they have no 


No. 75 


t 
. 
cning 


“9 


rth 





security to offer! The records of Basinghall-street will 
show y what simple means the debt was made to gro 
to so respectable a fi At an early period the Rey. 
Mr. Macpherson found it convenient to retire to Brussels, 
and this fortunate circumstance was the means of fixing 
the whole transaction on paper, ready for the instruction 
of all who wish to learn. Some five hundred letters 
were produced in court, from which valuable maxims 
may be gathered by those who are ambitious of prac- 
tising in the same line. One almost invariable rule 
seems to have been to commence a letter with the for- 
mula, “I have this day drawn upon you for ng 
Mr. Macpherson was very careful to attend to this, and 
the veardiedey of the proceeding seems to have lulled the 
bankers into a pleasant and unsuspecting slumber. Of 
course it was necessary to indicate some sort of prospect 
of repayment, and this Mr. Macpherson was able to do 
with great success, as he made it his business to accumu- 
late untried patents, shares in unworked mines, and 
prospective interests in non-existing companies. These 
are the best of all investments for the L124, aap first, 
because they admit of being coloured as highly as occa- 
sion may require; and, secondly, because they offer little 
which any banker could rationally ask you to deposit. 
At first the progress of the account was moderate. 
Patents were expensive things to set going, and it 
would be necessary, writes Mr. Macpherson, to draw 
for rather more than he placed in the bankers’ hands. 
The debt soon grew large enough to make the utter 
collapse of the reverend speculator an unpleasant contin- 
gency for the bank, and from that moment all difficulty 
seems to have ceased. A flood of correspondence, some- 
times reckoning up the list of the projector’s patents, 
now and then mentioning a conditional sale not 
destined to be completed, occasionally detailing the pro- 
ject of a new company, or reporting the a¢quisition of a 
new mine, sufficed to keep the hopes of the simple- 
minded bankers on the stretch, and their purse-strings 
open for a period of several years. But then it was not 
only on the glorious visions of the future that Mr. Mac- 
pherson relied. He had always so much delicacy in 
drawing for another £100, and then he hinted so grace- 
fully at the fact that if he stopped he had nothing but 
his £150 a-year out of which to pay his debts, and dis- 
played so much unaffected sorrow at the bare p 
of his kind friends ever losing anything by him, that 
the bankers appear to have been fascinated, like rabbits 
by a rattlesnake, and to have jumped down the throat 
of their devouring customer. Once there was some- 
thing like an attempt to get security. Mr. Macpherson 
had been boasting of a concession of a lead mine worth 
at least £20,000, which was to make the fortunes of 
everyone concerned. With the gentleness to which so 
large a debtor was entitled, a suggestion was thrown out 
that it might be well to deposit the document of title 
with the bank. The reply of the reverend gentleman 
was a masterly production. “ He was not in the least 
reluctant to give security, but any step that threw dis- 
credit on him would expose his valued friends to certain 
loss. The turning point had come, and further drafts 
would in a few months become unnecessary. He was, 
therefore, most reluctant to damage the good security 
which the bank already had.” The debt was now 
enough for the customer to feel his strength, and the 
quiet hint of future drafts, in lieu of any promise of 
security, shows that Mr. Macpherson appreciated the 
— which his debt and his poverty together gave him. 
At last the bank stops payment in consequence of 
Mr. Macpherson’s enormous demands. The customer 
is in despair, less on his own account than at the loss of 
all the bankers’ advances just when they were on the 
eye of deriving benefit from them. But Mr. Macpher- 
soh was not the man to yield to the first blow of mis- 
fortune. The very letter in which he condoles with 
the men whom he has helped to ruin, contains a 
modest demand for £1000, “‘ to bring to perfection my 
lead mine at Wissenbach, and my slate quarry at Haut 
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every possible shape. In one sentence we have a de- 
oie t that, ‘ Ae this moment, £80 would be of the 
utmost importance.” A little further on he rises to 
things :— Pray, wy Sawe sirs, do all you can to 

et me have authority to draw for £1000. You may 

‘rest assured I would not draw for a shilling I could do 
without ;” and with a final assurance that he does not 
know what to do for £200, to carry on the works, the 
letter of condolence from the “ever grateful” Mr. 
Macpherson, to his obliging bankers, comes to an end. 
The next week i another letter, which is sublime 
in its impudence. . Macpherson has been reflecting 
seriously on the painful position to which the lament- 
able circumstances of his bankers have brought him. If 
they had only written confidentially a little sooner, he 
would have declined some purchases which he had 
recently made. But the best part of the letter is pre- 
faced by an assurance that must have shown the banker 
how deeply his customer felt for his misfortunes :—‘ I 
must now, my dear sir, offer you my advice as to the 
best course you can pursue to avoid this sad termination 
to all my efforts, and consequent serious loss to your- 
selves.” Here is the advice :—“ First of all, leave me 
perfectly undisturbed. . Secondly, assist me 
with a little money, to enable me to carry on, 
at any rate, the most forward slate quarry.” This 
admirable counsel is followed by the comforting 


assurance that, if the bank will keep him always in | 


cash for necessary expenses, he will remit funds as they 
come in. As he warms his protestations grow more 
patronising still. One runs—‘I will do all I can for 
you if you will support me,” and the reverend gentle- 
man winds up with an appeal to Heaven which must have 
poured balm on the disappointed hopes of his friends. 

It is just possible to understand audacity like Mr. 
a. ages though it certainly surpasses anything 
which we could have imagined, but that empty words 
such as these should have been potent enough to draw 
£25,000 out of the coffers of a quiet country bank is the 
most amazing circumstance which eyen the Court of 
Bankruptcy has revealed. The bankers were not mere 
directors playing ducks and drakes with other people’s 
money, but traders on their own account, who ought to 
have felt the value of every pound they allowed to slip 
through their fingers. The story would be too ridiculous 
to amuse if it were put into a work of fiction, and yet 
here it is a positive fact that, in this dry, selfish, grasp- 
ing society of ours that philanthropists are so fond of 
denouncing, there have been living bankers whose de- 
light it was to squander all, and more than all, they 
possessed in feeding the reckless projects of an absentee 
seegynen who was not worth a penny in the world. 

e shall want a new theory of I human nature to in- 
clude such singular cases, and we are rather curious to 
see whether the learned commissioner will be moved 
by the expansive benevolence of the bankers to mitigate 
the severity with which he cannot but denounce the 
most reckless course of trading by which any men of 
business ever succeeded in ruining themselves and vic- 
timising their unlucky creditors. 


~~ 
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COMMITTEE OF SUPPLY. 


The proceedings of the House of Commons when it 
gets into committee of supply, are not by any means 
equally amusing with the lively discussions upon a cer- 
tain address to the freeholders of Bucking ire, 
which were lately interposed, on the motion for going 
into committee. But it is the duty of journalists to 
observe with attention the progress of parliamentary 
business, even in its slowest and most sleep-compelling 
stages. The votes of public money for various purposes 
connected with the administration of the law are in 
perpetual danger from the objections of the professed 

to 


economists, nor is it at all unreasonable 
Ginengiers, whether stizted by ambition or oppremed by 
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clining to make improvements in it. 
uestions ourselves from a point of view entirel: 
site to that adopted by a species of economists, of w. 
Mr. Williams, the member for Lambeth, is usually re. 
garded as the type ; and we confess to having felt some mis- 
giving that the Chancellor of the Exchequer, when called 
upon to support by facts the more rhetorical passages of 
his speeches, might be tempted to resort to some expe- 
dient which it would be a very great abuse of eapuaee 
to call economy. Something was said by Mr. ] i 
about saving £400,000 on the miscellaneous estimates, 
which naturally provoked the jealousy of the financial 
members of the late Government. They assert that such 
an apparent result could only be produced by a dexte- 
rous manipulation of the accounts, and that the amount 
really spent this year will be at least as large as it has 
been before. As regards the items of expenditure in 
which we feel peculiarly interested, we certainly hope 
that this will prove to be the fact. The efficient admi- 
nistration of the law is, in our minds, a far higher object 
than the literal fulfilment oe the Ohancetiar of the Ex. 
chequer’s promises; and if any charge of discrepancy 
ahs oa and acts be brought ata that inge- 
nious debater, we may feel quite satisfied that he will 
contrive to find ai pov od to bas Be 

Our readers will not have ogee ¢ at the expenses 
of prosecutions are now provided for in a manner which 
the entire legal profession has declared to be foolish and 
pernicious in the very last degree. Yet, on a vote for 
this object being discussed in the House of Commons, the 
Secretary of the Treasury admits, in an apologetic sort 
of way, that £150,000 would not cover the whole ex- 
penditure; and then, as if to pacify the committee, he 
proceeds to say that “important reductions had been 
made in the expenditure of late years, and those reduc- 
tions were still going on with great success.” Every- 
body has heard of the “ single-speech Hamilton” of a 
former Parliament. We think that Mr. G. A. Hamilton 
of our own day might be labelled for the information of 

terity with the words *single-subject,” for surely 
e must devote his intellectual energies to the business of 
his own department in the most conscientious and un- 
sparing manner. Can it be possible that this diligent 
ublic servant does not allow himself even half-an- 
our to glance over the Times? During the last 
assizes the columns of that journal absolutely teemed 
with letters illustrating in every point of view the 
“ great success” of the reductions ordained by the Home 
ce, in the allowances to prosecutors and witnesses. 
The attorney, the scientific witness, and the parish-con- 
stable, were all so mulcted under the new regulations, as 
to conceive the strongest possible inclination to connive 
at or to cloak felonies; and certainly in one sense it did 
appear probable that the reductions in the expense of 
prosecutions would go on with very success indeed, 
until at last some fortunate Chancellor of the Exchequer 
might assume the agreeable duty of ing to the 
House a vote upon this account of zero. But if prose- 
cutors should determine to rest content with their first 
loss, and thieves thus come to enjoy impunity, it is to be 
feared that the cares of the Home Department will in- 
crease, just as those of the Treasury have become lighter. 
Amid universal insecurity, and a saturnalia of burglars 
and pickpockets, Mr. G. A. Hamilton, we suppose will 
eeeny with his absorbing duty lancing 
the public books; and unless the national cash-box 
should be stolen from Downing-street, we do not believe 
that he would ever realise the cost at which he had 
saved £150,000. 

The authority. of Sir George Grey and Mr. Walpole 
secured the passing of the vote, And the committee was 
allowed to smomed widkent interruption from the eco- 
nomists, until it came to the item uolavien of thejanae 
and officers of the Insolvent Debtors’ Court. . 
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Williams hereupon desired to know “ whether the Go- 
‘yernment saw any difficulty in abolishing these courts 
“ a gs gga functions to the county courts ?” 
. Walpole, like most other persons who are com- 
nee to give an opinion on the subject, “saw great 
ifficulty ” in the way of this bold attempt. The mem- 
ber for Lambeth should acquaint himself with the aspect 
and procedure of tribunals which, no doubt, are largely 
frequented by his constituents. Let him watch a day’s 
sitting of one of the metropolitan county courts, and 
then, perhaps, he may form some adequate notion of 
what the jud es of these courts now have to do, 
and how far it is probable that they would suc- 
cessfully support the burthen of a new and trou- 
blesome variety of business. There would certainly 
be one advantage springing from such a transfer of juris- 
diction—the conflict which now rages between the Judges 
and the commissioners must necessarily cease upon the 
suppression of the latter body; and, further, in order to 
obtain a lenient inquiry and expeditious discharge, it 
would not be necessary for the insolvent to incur the 
trouble and expense of a journey to the agreeable coun- 
try-town lately described by a writer in Household 
ords. The benefit of the Act, in its fullest sense, 
might be obtained in London ; and thus the great prin- 
ciple of bringing justice to every man’s door would 
‘receive support from an unexpected quarter. It may 


be quite proper to abolish the distinction between bank- 

ruptey and insolvency, and to do away with imprison- 

ment for debt. These proposals, if adopted, may afford 

an opportunity for retrenchment, without yi ab, but, 
8 


on the contrary, greatly pr non the tribunals ap- 
pre to deal with the persons and estates of debtors. 
f, however, imprisonment for debt is to be abolished, 
let it be done by express enactment, and not by devoly- 
ing the power to imprison upon’ judges who could not 
possibly find time to exercise it. 

It is quite impossible to say how far independent 
members may ride their economical or patriotic hobbies. 
Yet we should have thought that the county courts 
might command an ungrudging vote. It appears, how- 
ever, that a sum of about £55,000 is required to provide 
court-houses. Now, in Scotland, the sheriffs’ courts are 
entirely maintained by the districts in which the courts 
are held. In England the county courts are maintained 
partly by fees, and partly by an annual yote of public 
money. We suppose it is undeniable that Scotland, in 
contributing her share to the general taxation of the 
empire, does pay some portion of this grant. Therefore 
it is in the abstract true that Scotland pays for her own 
courts, and also, in part, for those of England. But 
we should like to see a calculation of the pecuniary 
value of this grievance. Lord Duncan, who on 
this occasion is the indignant patriot, was lately a 
lord of the treasury, and may, therefore, be pre- 
sumed to be an adept at arithmetical operations. 
Perhaps he will tell us how much of the £55,000 would 
be paid by Scotland. However, in the case of a 

e who have been described as ready to defend a 
sixpence with their lives, the minuteness of the alleged 
injury cannot be expected to be a sufficient answer. By 

means let the whole question of the incidence of taxa- 
tion be investigated, and let the burthen be equitably 
adjusted between the three kingdoms. But to attain 
this end it surely could not be necessary to refuse a grant 
of money for providing indispensable accommodation for 
the county courts, and thus to embarrass, or, in some 
cases, absolutely suspend, the course of cheap and speedy 
justice for a whole year. To save their own country avery 
few thousand pounds the Scotch members would have 
shut up the English courts. Soon afterwards the com- 
mittee arrived at a vote for the register-office in Edin- 
, and, on the discussion of it, the item of £1,000 

for the of the Regi of Sasines was disallowed. 

The effect of this decision is, that in Scotland there 
¢an be no more conv: ing transactions, as in England, 

Lord Duncan had there would have been 





an end to suits in the county courts. Of course, there will 
be an appeal to the Brose A sense of the House pe 
the economists who thus carry out their princi ? 
utter-disregard of consequences. It was 


.thing formerly to say “fiat justitia, ruat eoelu 


we have now an improvement in persistency w 
paralyse justice and wreck the social fabric in 
save a thousand pounds upon the estimates. 
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Legal Wews. 


COMMITTEE FOR PRIVILEGES. 
Tue Great SHREwsBuRY Case.—Hovse or Lorps. © 
(Continued from p. 600.) 
May 17. 3 

Mr. R. Palmer having concluded his address, the Attorney, 
General proceeded to sum up on behalf of the claimant, but hac 
not concluded when their Lordships adjourned. : 

May 20. 

The Attorney-General, in continuation of his argument, 
submitted that at the time the private Act of Parliamen, 
a gue the settlement of the estates was passed, the committe: 
called upon Lord Fitzwilliam, who was opposing the Bill, t* 
name any person who stood between the Bishop of Salisbury 
and the title, not included in the deed of settlement. Sherri 
ton, the son of Thomas, was well known to the whole family, 
and if in existence at the time must have stood between the 
bishop and the title; yet Lord Fitzwilliam did not mention the 
fact of his existence, and therefore that must be considered ay 
positive evidence of Sherrington’s death without leaving mal: 
issue. How did the case now stand? The claimant had esta» 
blished, by means of inquisitions, deeds, and other documents, 
the extinction of the first, second, and third branches of th: 
family, down to Sir John of Lacock, whose issue dying in hi? 
lifetime, upon his death the fourth line became extinct. Th: 
only remaining question was, whether the Bishop of Salisbury; 
was in 1718 the nearest male heir to the title after the death o 
Sir John of Lacock, The claimant had proved that he was / 
descendant of the first earl in the male line; and in order t 
establish his claim, he had only to show the extinction of the twi 
lines of brothers and their male issne descending from Sherring: 
ton of Rudge. For this purpose he had produced the twi 
family settlements made by Sir John of Lacock, in 1683 an: 
1685, in which were mentioned all the persons then in existence. 
who were his relations, and in which he entailed the estates ir’ 
the order of succession which corresponded with the claimant’: 
pedigree. The claimant had also produced the Duke o 
Shrewsbury’s settlement and the recital to the private Act o 
settlement, in both of which the then state of the family wa: 
solemnly deposed to by allits then known members, The person: 
mentioned in the deeds of 1683 and 1685, whose names wer« 
omitted in the deed of 1718 and the recital to the Act, witl 
their issue, must be taken to have died in the meantime. I 
effect was given to these deeds and the other documents pro- 
duced, there would be no donbt that all persons and their issue 
who could come between the claimant and the title were dead 
He, therefore, submitted that Lord Talbot had made out hit: 
claim, and was entitled to the earldom of Shrewsbury. 

The Solicitor-General said, it was his duty, on behalf o: 
the Crown, to submit the conclusions at which he had arrive: 
upon the various questions which had been raised during the 
progress of the case; with regard to the supposed children oi 
Sir John of Albrighton, by his first marriage; to Robert, tht 
second son of Sherrington of Rudge, by his first marriage; to 
the extinction of the issue of Thomas, his brother; and ty 
George and Edward, the sons of Sherrington of Rudge, by hii: 
second marriage. He should proceed, in the first place, te 
consider the case of Robert. Robert was stated in the bene- 
factors’ pedigree to have died in Ireland, but no statement was 
made as to whether or not he left issue. He was born in 1600, 
and the last that was heard of him was in 1638, when he was 
mentioned in his brother George’s marriage settlement, The 
parties opposing the claim suggested that he returned from 
Treland, and that he or his son was married in 1668 at a country 
town in England, and that his descendants were still in 
ence. The claimant contended that the Robert so married was 
a deScendant of Homphry, the illegitimate son of Sir Gilbert 
the eldest son of Sir Gilbert of Grafton, From the deeds 
which had been produced it appeared to him that in 1683 Sir 
Jobn of Lacock and his relatives believed that Robert had died 
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without leaving issue, and he had come to a similar conclusion. 

In the next place, he would advert to Thomas and his issue. 

The deed of 1718, which, having been solemnly drawn up with 

the knowledge and consent of all the then known menibers of 
the family, would, if unimpeached, be conclusive evidence of the 

death of Thomas and the extinction of his issue. An objection 

had, however, been made to this deed, it being alleged that the 
Bishop of Salisbury, from his position as trustee, and his power 
of objecting to the act of settlement being obtained, had forced 
the other members of the family to omit Thomas and his 
descendants, and to insert him in Thomas's place. He, however, 
saw no evidence in support of that proposition, and the 
conclusion at which he had arrived was, that the issue of 
‘Thomas was extinct. He was of the same opinion with regard 
to George and Edward. He would now proceed to deal with 
the children of the monument. The only evidence in support 
of the allegation of their existence was the inscription upon the 
tomb of Sir John of Albrighton, at Blomsgrove, and a deed 
which somewhat obscurely referred to the issue of Sir John of 
Albrighton. It had been suggested that the inscription upon 
the tomb had been wilfully obliterated, but he did not think the 
evidence bore out that suggestion. He had carefully considered 
the evidence, and it appeared to him that at the time the deed 
of settlement was drawn up Sir John of Lacock was considered 
to be the next heir to the title, upon the extinction of the issue 
of Sir John of Albrighton’s first marriage. He was accord- 
ingly of opinion that if the children alleged to have existed had 
ever been born, they had either died young, or else their issue, if 
any, had become extinct at the time of the deed of settlement 
of 1718. He therefore was of opinion that the claimant had 
= out his case, and was entitled to the Earldom of Shrews- 

jury. 
The further consideration was then adjourned. 


Tuesday, June 1. 

Lord CraNwortu said, Earl Talbot, to establish his claim, 
had to prove that he was the nearest male heir to the first earl, 
who was created Earl of Shrewsbury in 1442. From the first 
earl the title descended in succession from father to son down 
to the seventh earl, and from him it passed to his brother, the 
eighth earl. The title then passed through Sir Gilbert of 


Grafton, the brother of the third earl, to George, the ninth ° 


earl, and from him to his nephew John, the tenth earl, in whose 
line it continued down to Charles, the twelfth earl, who was 
created a duke. The earldom passed from Charles, who died 
without issue, to Gilbert, the thirteenth earl, who was a Catholic 
priest, and from him to the descendants of his brother George, 
in whose line it continued down to the death of Bertram 
Arthur, who died without male issue in 1850. Lord Talbot 
then claimed the title and dignity. Very large estates were 
secured to the title by the Act of Settlement of 1719. The 
late earl, considering that he had a right to dispose of those 
estates, had made the infant son of the Duke of Norfolk his 
devisee, and the Duke of Norfolk had therefore been permitted 
by the House to appear in opposition to the claim. Their 
Lordships, however, were not called upon to decide to whom 
the estates belonged, but they had simply to say whether, in 
their opinion, Lord Talbot had made out his claim to the title. 
In order to do that, he must show that he was a descendant 
from the first earl through males only, and then that there 
‘were no nearer male heirs to the first earl than himself. A doubt 
had been raised as to whether the late earl himself was right- 
fully in possession; but that and several similar objections had 
been satisfactorily answered, and it had been admitted by the 
opposition that no question arose down to the extinction of the 
second branch of the family, terminated by the death of 
Bertram Arthur, the late earl.- In order to meet the objection 
that Earl Talbot was not legitimately descended from the first 
earl,a great deal of evidence had been put in, and the chief 
points he had to establish were, that Charles, the Lord Chan. 
cellor, was the legitimate son of William, the Bishop of Salis- 
bury, and that the bishop was the son of William of Whit- 
tington, third son of Sherrington of Rudge, by his second 
marriage. Some difficulty had been created with respect to 
the absence of the registers of the marriage of the bishop, 
and of the birth of the Chancellor; but the proceedings in 
Chancery, as well as other evidence which had been produced, 
clearly established the legitimacy of that individual. The 
bishop was also proved to have occupied his proper place in 
the pedigree as the son of William of Whittington, and the 
descent of the claimant from Sherrington of Rudge was thus 
established. The benefactors’ pedigree which had been put in 
by Lord Talbot supported this view; and that although 
it was proved to omit several persons, yet was not proved to 


contain the names of any persons which were not entitled to 
appear there. By various inquisitions and wills it had been 
proved that Sherrington of Rudge was the grandson of Sir John 
of Albrighton, the son of Sir Gilbert of Grafton, whose father 
was John, the second earl; and thus the claimant had made out 
his claim to the title, provided there were no nearer male heirs 
than himself. Then the question arose as to whether the claim- 
ant had satisfactorily made out that all such persons as might 
come between him and tue title were dead. The evidence 
relied upon by the claimant in support of this proposition con- 
sisted of the benefactors’ pedigree, the deed of settlement of the 
duke made in 1700, the deed of settlement of Sir John 
of Lacock, made in 1683, and the recital of the Act 
of 1719. From these documents it would appear that all 
the sons of Sherrington of Rudge, by his first marriage, 
as well as his two elder sons by his second i 
with their issue, were dead in 1719. With regard to the 
death without issue male of Sherrington the son of Thomas 
the youngest son of Sherrington of Rudge, some doubts had 
existed at first, but they had been cleared away, and in his 
(Lord Cranworth’s) opinion, the bishop in 1719 was the nearest 
male heir of Sherrington of Rudge. The Duke of Shrewsbury 
died in 1717 without issue, and Gilbert, his cousin, became the 
13th earl, who, being a Catholic, joined in an Act of Parlia- 
ment to secure the estates to the title, for at that time the Pro- 
testant next of kin of a Catholic landowner might claim and 
enjoy the property. In the recital to that Act the Bishop of 
Salisbury was stated to be the next in succession after Sir John 
of Longford. The petition for the Act having been handed to 
the judges, they reported that the bishop and the other persons 
mentioned in the petition were the only persons interested. The 
question of the bishop’s right to succeed to the title after Sir John 
of Longford was raised, but the House did not think it neces- 
sary to go into that question, and passed the Bill, being 
of opinion that it would be quite time enough to decide 
the bishop's right whenever either he or his descendants 
might claim the title. The claimant having thus esta- 
blished the fact that he was the nearest heir male of Sir 
John of Albrighton, the only other question which arose 
was with respect to the children mentioned upon Sir John of 
Albrighton’s tomb in Broomsgrove church. The inscription 
upon that monument stated, that Sir John had three soas by 
his first marriage, two of whom were unaccounted for by the 
claimant. He (Lord Granworth) was of opinion that these 
children died in infancy, which would account for their not 
being mentioned in any of the documents relating to that 
period. The will of Sir John himself. bore out this proposition, 
for he evidently desired to leave something to every member of 
his family, and he made no mention of those sons, He (Lord 
Cranworth) was therefore of opinion, that the claimant had 
made out that he was the nearest male descendant of the first 
earl, and was therefore entitled to the title and dignity of Earl 
of Shrewsbury. 

Lord Sr. Leonarps, in concurring with Lord Cranworth, 
said, not only was the title to the oldest earldom in England 
involved, but large estates were annexed to that title, and their 
Lordships indirectly had to decide to whom that property be- 
longed. Under those circumstances, the Duke of Norfolk had 
been allowed, after some consideration, to appear and oppose 
Lord Talbot’s claim. The exertions of the opposing parties 
in producing evidence had been most useful to their Lordships, 
inasmuch as by no other means could they have been put so 
thoroughly into possession of the facts as they were now. He 
expressed his conviction that the claimant was entitled to the 
title of Earl of Shrewsbury. 

Lord BrovcHam and Lord WENSLEYDALE concurred. 

Lord REDESDAUE having put the question to the Committee 
whether the claimant had made out his title to the earldom of 
Shrewsbury, 

The motion was unanimously carried in the affirmative. 





COURT OF CHANCERY. 
(Before the Lorps Justices or APPEAL.) 
In re Heney ann CuEstyn Hatu.—May 27. 

This petition of the bankrupts, solicitors in Boswell-court, 
has been repeatedly ordered to stand over. It is a petition of 
appeal from the decision of Mr. Commissioner Fane, by which 
he refused both the bankrupts their certificates without protec- 
tion, excepting that on the application of their counsel they were 
allowed protection for three weeks, to allow time to appeal. 

Mr. Swanston, for the assignees, asked \that, as no one 
answered to the petition when called on by the Registrar, the 
petition might be dismissed with costs. 













OPE IE. a a aa a. 


Reet es © ee oe 


B 828 OPecetre seg ees 


&es wine 


an 


3 











- Lord Justice Knicut Bruce—Is it known whether the 
petitioners are within the realm? 

Mr. ‘Chandless, who a; for Sir Charles Rushout, said it 
was extremely dou! . He said his client had been served 
with the petition and asked for his costs of appearance. 

Lord Justice Knigut Bruce.—You must try what success 

will have in obtaining your costs in the first instance 

against the petitioners. 

Mr. Chandless—We do not expect any success in that 

Lord Justice Knicut Bruce.—You had better try. Should 
you be unsuccessful, you may try if you can get anything from 
the assignees out of the estate. 

In Re THE Lonpon anp Eastern BANKING 
CoRPORATION. 


The order made by the Lord Chancellor upon the appeal in 
this case is in the following terms :— 

“That the assignees in bankruptcy of the London and East- 
ern Banking Corporation, when appointed, be restrained, by the 
order of this Court, from using the proceedings in the 
bankruptcy in any other manner than in the character of 
creditors’ representatives for the purpose of co-operating in the 
winding-up of the affairs of the said company by the official 
managers ; and it is ordered that the costs incurred by all par- 
ties in this Court and in the Court of Bankruptcy up to and 
including the choice of assignees be paid out of the estate.” 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
(Sittings in Banco.) —May 28. 

Mr. Justice CoLERIDGE, as the senior puisne judge, addressed 
the two grand juries, which are summoned to this court every term, 
in accordance with ancient custom. He alluded to the inconve- 
nience of the practice of two grand juries being brought to the 
court four times a year when the business was so little, and said, as 
that was the last time he would address a grand jury in that 
place, he hoped, if the institution were continued, it would be 
ae so as to be less inconvenient to the parties who had to 
atten 


COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 
(Sittings in Banco.) 
Tucker v. Bullen—June 1. 


This was an action for slander ; the defendant pleaded “ Not 
Guilty.” The plaintiff is an attorney, and the defendant a 
magistrate of the county of Dorset, between whom some ques- 
tion had arisen touching game. On the hearing of an informa- 
tion arising out of this subject the plaintiff was examined as a 
witness, the defendant being present on the bench. ‘The plain- 
tiff made use of an expression which the defendant conceived 
to convey an imputation against him as a sportsman; he ap- 
pealed to the Bench for its protection, and at the trial cautioned 
the plaintiff “ not to perjure himself as he had done;” and for 
the use of this language the present action was brought. The 
defendant, and others present, denied that the words “as you 
have done,” were used ; and the jury found a verdict for the defen- 
dant, after which the plaintiff obtained this rule for a new trial, 
on the ground that the verdict was against the weight of evi- 
dence, and also on that of surprise. 

The Court interposed its good offices, with a view to the ter- 
mination of the litigation. 

Mr. M. Smith, with whom were Mr. Phinn and Mr. Karslake, 
on behalf of the defendant, agreed. The defendant had after 
the trial written a letter to the plaintiff, which he had hoped 
would have been satisfactory, and he had before the trial ex- 
pressed his sorrow if he had said anything to pain the plaintiff. 

Mr. Slade, with whom were Mr. Stock and Mr. Kingdon, ap- 
peared for the plaintiff. He admitted that the letter of the 
defendant was very satisfactory, but the apology was only 

ical. 


— 
r. Baron BRAMWELL was ata loss to see the objection to 
an apology in that form. 

The Cu1zeF Baron.—I think further proceedings should be 
stayed, each party withdrawing all offensive observations. That 
being done, I think there ought to be a stet processus. 

The counsel on both sides having adopted this suggestion, 

The Court unanimously approved the result. 


INSOLVENT DEBTORS COURT. 
Apvertisinc ATTORNEYS.—May 29. 


Mr. Richardson, an attorney of the court, called the 
attention of the Commissioner to a practice of advertising to 





transact the business of insolvents in this court, and particu- 
larly referred to an advertisement issued by one , who 
offered to obtain, gratis, the removal of prisoners by 

corpus from the “ penal” city prison in Whitecross-street to the 
Queen’s Prison. 

The ComMIssIONER said, he could not interfere unless a 
special application were made to him upon affidavit. It was a 
matter to which the attention of the Law Society might 
usefully be called. 

Mr. Richardson said, he would lay the matter before the Law 
Institution. 

In re Robert Garbutt, jun—June 2. 

This insolvent had petitioned under the Protection Act, and 
on Monday last, whilst under the protection of the Court, he 
was arrested by the bailiff of the Whitechapel County Court, 
and committed for thirty days. He now attended on a war- 
rant from this Court, and an application was made for his dis- 
charge. The warrant of the County Court recited that he was 
committed for “ non-appearing.” 

Mr. Commissioner Murruy said, he should have attended 
on the judgment summons. 

The insolvent’s affidavit was read, showing that he had peti- 
tioned before the judgment summons was granted, and that, 
when arrested, he produced his protection to the bailiff, but he 
regarded it not, and took him to prison. 

The Commissioner ordered the insolvent’s discharge to issue. 


HASTE IN THE PROBATE COURT. 

Sir Cresswell Cresswell, in his capacity of sole judge of the 
Court of Probate, must often influence, for weal or woe, the 
affairs of suitors just plunged by Providence into pai and 
embarrassing situations. Upon his fiat may well hang the future 
affluence or penury of the widow and of the orphan; and by 
reason of the sacred responsibility thus attaching to the office, 
especial care is needed lest, in the hurry of its multifarious 
duties, questions of law which arise in court should be too 
hastily decided. 

We are led to make these remarks (though observing with 
admiration the zeal and talent which has been usually dis- 
played by the Judge Ordinary in the fulfilment of his new 
duties) by the course taken with regard to a case to which our 
attention has been called*, and which seems to have been in- 
sufficiently arguéd and rashly determined. We allude to the 
case In the Goods of Thomas Cadywold}, deceased, the circum- 
stances of which were as follows:— : 

One T. C. made his will in 1828, whereof (after reciting that 
& marriage was in contemplation between himself and one 
E. S.) he appointed E. S, and two others his executors, By 
this will he devised his real estates to E. S. for life, and after 
her death he directed his executors to sell the same and divide 
the proceeds amongst the children of the intended marriage. 
And as to his personal estate, he bequeathed the same to E. S. 
absolutely. 

Subsequently to the execution of this will, T. C. married 
E. S., and died, leaving her, and four children by her, him sur- 
viving. 

Application for probate of this will was now made by Dr. 
Addams; but there seems to have been no counsel instructed 
to oppose the grant, and, owing possibly to this circumstance, 
the learned civilian felt it incumbent upon him to state frankly 
to the Court that in his own opinion he was on the wrong side, 
“ He was instructed” (so runs the report) “to move for pro- 
bate of this paper, but apprehended it could not be granted.” 

Now, upon the question how far the expression of this fear 
was consistent with, or justified by, the position which Dr. 
Addams bore with regard to his client, after having consented 
to move the Court, we shall abstain from expressing our 
opinion; but after such an avowal it is not a matter for surprise 
that Sir C. Cresswell refused the application for probate sum- 
marily enough—only remarking that it seemed “at first sight” 
rather startling to say that a will like the present, executed in 
contemplation of marriage, and providing for the wife and 
children of it, should be revoked by such marriage and the 
birth of a child; but from the case cited, he could only hold 
that the motion for probate must be rejected. 

Now the case thus cited by Dr. Addams against his own 
client was that of Marston v. Doe d. Fox, (8 A. & E. 14), in 
which the doctrine as to a will’s presumptive revocation by 
marriage and issue, was elaborately argued in the Exchequer 


* Vide sup. p. 566, a letter from “ The Counsel who advised that the will 
wens neh vevened” and Whe appears not unnaturally annoyed at the unfor- 
tunate result of his advice. : 

¢ Reported 6 W. R. 375, 27 L. J. (P. & M. C.) 36. 
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Chamber, sitting in error on a judgment of the Queen’s Bench. 
On the points established by the Court on that occasion, the 
whole question in Cadywold’s case depends; for the few instances 
which have since arisen do not impugn the accuracy of these 
propositions, nor do they throw upon them any additional 
light. 


According, then, to this well-considered judgment, the law 
stands thus, with regard to wills made (as the one in question) 
before the new Wills Act:— ‘ 


If aman made his will and afterwards married and had 
issue, such will was (as the general rule) thereby revoked,— 
the revocation resulting from a principle of the common law, 
that a testator under such circumstances annexes to his will a 
tacit condition of revocation if there should arise such a change 
in his circumstances as marriage and issue would work. To 
this general principle, however, the courts of law recognised an 
exception in cases where (the testator contemplating marriage 
with a particular person,) both the wife subsequently married 
and the issue by her were provided for by the will. Here the 
maxim, cessante ratione, cessat et ipsa lex applied. There a son 
of the law was to insure that the interests of his wife and chil- 
dren were in the mind of the testator; but this was amply 
secured by a testamentary disposition, which, providing for 
them specifically, operated in effect after his death as an ante- 
— settlement. 

his exception to the rule of revocation is amply established 
by a variety of authorities. Amongst others, by the well- 
known case of Kenebel v. Scrafton (2 East, 530), where a will 
which in obedience to the general rule would have been re- 
voked by the marriage of, and birth of issue to, the testator, 
was held to remain in force, notwithstanding those events, be- 
cause the will provided both for the wife and children of the 
marri afterwards contracted. And, accordingly, in that 
ease, the exception to the general rule was both admitted 

endo by counsel, and was throughout recognised by Lord 
Ellenborough. It was also admitted, in Marston v. Doe, by Sir 
William Follett, as counsel for the party who impugned the 
will; and it formed, indeed, the basis of the judgment of the 
Court of Error on that occasion, as delivered by Chief Justice 
Tindal. The real dispute in the case last named was, whether 
the limitations of the will in question brought the case within the 
rule or within the exception. And, in determining this, it became 
necessary to decide the law concerning limitations in wills 
made in favour of the wife only, and of limitations to the issue, 
giving them only the legal, and not the trust estate, and to dis- 
euss the effect of the legal estate in property acquired since the 
will, descending to the issue; and other questions of a similar 
character. It was also discussed (as it was also in Kenebel v. 
Serafton), whether, in cases coming within the rule and not 
the exception, the presumption of revocation could be rebutted 
by evidence of an intention on the part of the testator that the 
will should remain in force, marriage and issue notwithstand- 
ing. But, in all these cases, the existence of the exception 
itself was undisputed. Nay, we find it duly noticed by Dr. 
Addams himself, while arguing for the respondents, in the case 
of Israel - Rodon* before the Privy Council, some twenty 

ago 

But what were the circumstances in Cadywold’s case? Why, 
the whole of the testator’s real property was left by the will in 
question to the wife he afterwards married, for life, and the 
proceeds thereof were directed to be divided after her death 
among her children by the testator, and all his personal estate 
was left to the same lady. What fuller or more specific pro- 
vision for the objects of the matriage afterwards contracted 
could have been made? Is it not grievous that in the teeth of 
the exception to which we have above referred, and in defiance 
of his father’s express will, the eldest son of Cadywold may 
seize as heir upon the real estates, to the absolute exclusion of 
his mother and sisters? And yet such seems to be the result 
in law of the over candour of Dr. Addams, and of what we 
eannot but regard as the inconsiderate haste of Sir C. Cresswell. 





THE GRESHAM PROFESSORSHIP OF LAW. 
This Professorship, which is in the gift of the Mercers’ 
Company, is now vacant, and will shortly be filled up. A 
* Barrister” has addressed to the Times a letter containing the 
subjoined passage :— 

* Not long ago the company issued a circular inviting candi- 
dates to send in testimonials for the appointment; and upon the 
faith of this circular, many, barristers of considerable eminence 
and standing in their profession, presented themselves as candi- 





* See 2 Moore, P. C. 56. 


dates. Several of them have been of late dissuaded by their. 
city friends from proceeding further in the matter, on the ground 
that the votes of the electors are for the most part pledged to 
relations, and in particular that an absolute majority are. 
pledged in favour of a gentleman who is so fortunate as to 
enjoy an extensive connexion among them. Of that gentleman 
nothing is known except the fact that he has only just been 
admitted as an attorney, and, without any personal disrespect to 
him, it may surely be presumed that his merits cannot be 
equal to those of men of more-mature years, and far better 
qualified by their antecedent pursuits for the task of delivering 
public lectures.” — 


BANKRUPTCY REFORM. 
(From the Law Amendment Journal). 


We believe that in a few days from this date, probably at the 
commencement of next week, a Bill will be introduced by the 
Lord Chancellor, to consolidate and amend the laws of bank- 
ruptey and insolvency. ‘The Bill, we hear, will resemble in 
many respects that prepared by the National Association, a 
draft of which was presented to the Attorney-General, and 
which has probably formed the foundation of the Government 
measure. Bat it is said, that, in more than one important point, 
the views of the chambers have been departed from, and, under 
these circumstances, it is quite evident that the measure pre- 
pared by these bodies under the auspices of the association 
will be persevered with. As, however, it is admitted on all 
hands that a select committee will be considered a preliminary 
to legislation on the subject of bankruptcy, there is little pro- 
spect of any Act being passed during the present session. It is 
thought very desirable that some discussion should take place 
in both Houses of Parliament; and as the Government has 
chosen the House of Lords as the arena for their Bill, the dele- 
gates of the Chambers of Commerce will go with their own 
case to the Commons. We believe that Lord John Russell will 
introduce their Bill immediately. 





THE NORTHUMBERLAND & DURHAM DISTRICT 
BANK. 


A meeting of shareholders of the Northumberland and 
Durham District Bank was held in the offices of the Chamber 
of Commerce, Newcastle-on-Tyne, on Monday, May 31, to 
consider whether some means could not be adopted for arrang- 
ing a principle upon which the claims of the smaller class of 
depositors could be satisfied. It was stated by Mr. Challoner 
that there were 1070 creditors whose accounts were under £50 
each, and that the total of the liabilities of the bank to them 
were £29,600. There were also 937 creditors whose accounts 
did not amount to £100 each. He said that the official liqui- 
dators had £80,000 in hand, and, as third parties were pur- 
‘chasing those claims at from 10s. to 15s. in the pound, witha 
view to enforce 20s. in the pound from the shareholders, he 
thought, if an opportunity were afforded to the small creditors 
to come in and take a reduction on their claims, shoals of them 
would do’so. Ultimately, a resolution was agreed to, that it 
was desirable the smaller creditors should be settled with at 
once, and that Messrs. Challoner, Lister, Alhusen, J. W. Lamb, 
S. Dale, and J. Priestman, jun., be appoinied a committee, with 
a view to effect this arrangement if possible. Another meeting 
of shareholders has been held, at which it was agreed that the 
only means of averting the ruin which appears to be impending 
over the shareholders is to be found in the raising of a fund to 
relieve the bank from the heavy debt due from the Derwent 
Iron Company, and vesting in the contributors to that fund the 
property and effects of the said establishment. It is intended, 
in pursuance of this view, to form a company with limited 
liability, upon equitable principles, for carrying on the said 
works. 





THE NEW JUDGE. 

The Cork Constitution says:— 

“Mr. Hugh Hill, Q.C., who is to succeed ’Mr. Justice 
Coleridge as one of the judges of the Queen’s Bench in 
England, is son of the late Mr. James Hill, of Graig, in this 
county, and brother-in-law of Mr. George Chatterton, of 
Ballynamote. Mr. Hill has been for several years a leading 
member of the English Northern Circuit. Cork may justly be 
proud that two of her sons (Sir J. Willes ‘And Mr. Hill) have 
been selected for judges on the English Bench.” 


To the list of Irishmen who have attained % the same high 
Martin, a 





position should be + the name of Mr. 


native of the county of Londonderry. 
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eecent Decisions in Chancery. 


SOLICITOR AND Cataied ile iiebuneit-legautn or Liui- 
TATIONS—OFFER TO REDEEM ANNUITIES—NOTICE, 


Knight v. Bowyer, 6 W. R. 570. 

This tangled case has once more been discussed, and the 
result has been to affirm the judgment of the Master of the 
Rolls on all point—Twrner, L. J., agreeing with the Court 
below in all respects, but Knight Bruce, L. J., being doubtful 

every part of the case, except, indeed, on the question 
ps Bh hamperty. As to this, Turner, LJ. (apparently with the 
concurrence of Knight Bruce, L. J.) has gone even further 
than the Master of*the Rolls, for he has almost laid it down 
that champerty is impossible. Harrington v. Long declared that 
the purchase of the subject matter of a suit was not in itself 
champerty, but would become so if accompanied by an indem- 
nity against costs. Turner, L. J., determined that there was 
nothing in such an indemnity to alter the case. 

The doctrine that a purchase by a solicitor from his client 
cannot be impeached by any one but the vendor, or some one 
claiming under him, was supported, though the statement in 
the marginal note that this point actually arose is not quite 
accurate, the fact being, as appears from the judgment, that 
Messrs. Trinder & Eyre did not purchase the interest of their 
own client, but that of two other annuitants whose rights were 
of the same nature. 

The question on the Statute of Limitations was one of con- 
siderable importance. The 24th section enacts that suits in 
equity shall be barred at the expiration of the time which would 
bar an action at law. The 25th section engrafts a proviso, that 
where land is vested in a trustee upon any express trust, time 
shall run against a cestui que trust only from the date. of a 
conveyance to a purchaser, and then only as regards such 
purchaser or persons claiming under him. ‘Two points were 
made—one that the case was not one of express trust at all; 
the other that the saving of the 25th section extended only to 
questions between trustee and cestui que trust, and not to 
litigation between rival cestuis que trust. The facts, or at least 
the view of the facts most adverse to the plaintiffs, as to the 
first point were, that the possession was, within twenty years, in 
areceiver specially appointed to receive and apply the rents con- 
sistently with a series of annuity deeds; and Turner, L. J., held, 
with the Master of the Rolls that this constituted an express 
trust within the meaning of the statute. 

The other point also was decided for the plaintiffs, and it 
was clearly laid down that the proviso contained in the 25th 
section of the Statute of Limitations was applicable to every 
case of express trust, which could otherwise have been barred 
by the 24th section. 

Another question arose on the terms on which the relief 
should be ve. The plaintiffs claimed under three annuity 
deeds, granted subsequently to six life annuities, which were 
held by the defendants. The six annuities were granted subject 
to a power of repurchase at the price originally paid, and the 
plaintiffs, by their bill, offered to redeem the prior annuities in 
case they should be held entitled to such priority. There was 
no question that they were so entitled, and the defendants 
urged, that, if any relief were granted to the plaintiffs, it could 
only be on the terms of their carrying out their offer, and re- 
deeming or repurchasing the six annuities. On this Turner, 
L, J., held, first, that the rule that a mortgagee whose title is 
not impeached cannot be sued except for redemption is not 
applicable to the case of a grant of an annuity subject toa 
right of repurchase. It followed, therefore, that the plaintifis 
were not bound to make the offer of redemption. But, having 
made it, could the Court relieve them from it, or was it 
obligatory to hold them to it in case the defendants should 
insist upon it? In Pelly v. Wathen (7 Hare, 351) a similar 
question had been evaded, and it now came on for the first time. 
It was held that the offer to buy at its original value the residue 
of an annuity which had become depreciated by lapse of time 
was one that it would be unjust to enforce, and that whatever 
might have been the case if the defendants had closed with the 
offer at first, it was in the discretion of the Court not to enforce 
it after the defendants had resisted the plaintiffs’ claim to relief 
on any terms, and that that discretion ought to be exercised in 
favour of the plaintiffs. 

Lanps Cuatses Consonipatron Act (1845)—“Surpivs 

Lanp,” unper Sxctrion 127—Rieut or Pre-eEmPrrion— 

LANDOWNER. 

Astley v. The Manchester, Sheffield, § Lincolnshire Railway 
peng, tala W.R 303, and on i, 661. 

In the Lan Clauses Consolidation Act (1845) there are a 





set of clauses (secs, 127 to 135) relating to lands which 
companies acquire under their compulsory powers, but which 
afterwards become unnecessary for their purposes. By the 
127th section, it is enacted that within ten years after the ex- 
pitation of the time limited by the special act for the comple- 
tion of the works, the company shall sell “ all such superfluous 
lands.” The 128th section enacts that the superfinous lands, 
except as therein mentioned, are to be first offered to the per- 
son then entitled to the land from which they were originally 
severed. The remaining sections (129 to 135) relate princi- 
pally to the time within which the landowner may claim his 
right of pre-emption, the manner in which the price is to be 
settled, &c. In Astley v. The Manchester, Sheffield, § Lincoln- 
shire Railway Company, the question turned mainly upon the 
construction of the 127th & 128th sections, it being contended by 
the plaintiff, a landowner, that where a company (as in the pre- 
sent case) had abandoned their original undertaking, and were 
about to apply the land to one substantially different—at all 
events, to one not so convenient to the plaintiff as that for 
which his land was originally taken—such land was “su- 
perfluous” within these sections; and, therefore, that the plain- 
tiff's right of pre-emption arose whenever the company decided 
upon devoting the land to such new purpose. The plaintiff 
further insisted that, independently of the statute, he had an 
equity to compel the company to reconvey, upon the ground 
that the company, having taken his land for a purpose of which 
he approved, had no right to use it for another of which he dis- 
approved, and for which the company could not originally have 
required the plaintiff to have sold his land. It was held, both 
by Wood, V,C., and (on appeal) by the Lord Chancellor, that 
land taken by a company under its compulsory powers for 
an undertaking which was afterwards abandoned was “ super- 
fluous” land within the 127th and 128th sections, but that the 
landowner’s right of pre-emption did not arise immediately on 
the abandonment of the undertaking, nor until the expiration 
of ten years after the time limited for the completion of the works, 
unless there were special grounds of fraud by the company, or 
irreparable damage were about to be done to the land by some act 
of the company, so that, at the end of the ten years, the plaintiff's 
right of pre-emption would in effect be destroyed, or materially 
injured. Almost the only case of fraud which could be alleged 
against a company, under such circumstances, would be, that, 
ab initio in their proceedings .to obtain an Act, or when they 
used their compulsory power in taking land, they had no inten- 
tion to carry out the particular line authorised by the Act, their 
real object in obtaining the Act, and acquiring the land, being 
to use the latter for a purpose different from the authorised 
and ostensible one. Such a proceeding would be manifestly a - 
fraud on the parliamentary powers of the company, and would 
be restrained by a court of equity. But, where a company has 
bona fide obtained their Act, and acquired land, as in the pre- 
sent case, the question was, will a court of equity impose any 
restriction on their power over the land other than what is im- 
posed by their Act? Was there any equitable obligation to 
reconvey the land, when the undertaking for which it was taken 
was abandoned ? Both the learned judges held, in this case, 
that there was not. It had been previously established, by the 
case of The York ¢ North Midland Railway Company v. The 
Queen (1 Ell. & Bl. 858), that a landowner could not compel 
a railway company to complete itsline. Astley v. The Manches- 
ter, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Railway Company, decides that the 
company having acquired the land without fraud, can apply 
it to any purpose not injurious to the public or to the origaal 
landowner; and, moreover, that such use of the land before the 
ten years have expired is not a “ disposing” of it, so as to give 
the landowner an opportunity of asserting his right of pre- 
emption, under the statute. 
——p————— 
Cases at Common La specially Enteresting to Attorneps. 
Sunpay—How Far Dies Non—DeErecr In 20 &21 Vict. c. 43. 
Peacock v. The Queen, 6 W. R., C. P., 517. 


It is much to be desired that some enactment should lay 
down a definite and consistent rule as to how far Sunday is 
a dies non for secular purposes. At present the contingency 
of this day intervening, is provided for by some statutes and 
not by others. Thus with regard to the legal terms, it is 
enacted by 1 Will. 4, c. 3, s. 8, that if the day which otherwise 
would be the last day of term should fall on a Sunday, the 
eae Monday shall be deemed the last day. So there oa a 
“ General Rule ” lating the mode of calculating 
stat number of days (not expressed to be “ clear” oA, 
prescribed for any proceeding by the rules or practice of the 
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Courts, under which, if the last day should happen to fall on a 
Sunday, that day is added to the number of days so prescribed. 
So also by the Act of Charles the Second (29 Car. 2, ¢. 7), 
there can be no service of civil process or writs on a Sunday. 
In the useful statute, however, of last session, by which an appeal 
by way of special case to any of the superior courts of law is 
given from an erroneous determination in point of law, with 
respect to an information or complaint determined by justices 
in a summary way, the time for applying to the justices to 
state and sign such case is limited under all circumstances to 
three days after the determination, and the contingency of a 
Sunday intervening is altogether overlooked. Hence in the 
case under discussion, where the last of such three days falling 
on a Sunday, the application for a case was made on the fol- 
lowing Monday, it was held by the Court of Common Pleas, 
that they had no jurisdiction to entertain the appeal, as the 
Act said nothing about Sunday. 

However correct this decision may be in point of law, it is 
clear that considerable hardship was the result in this particular 
instance, and also that the difficulty arose from the inadvertence 
of the Legislature. If seventy-two working hours were con- 
sidered a proper period to be allowed a person aggrieved by a 
determination, to make up his mind whether he should appeal, 
there is certainly no reason why that number should be reduced 
to forty-eight by a merely fortuitous circumstance. Besides, 
it might well happen that the subtraction of these twenty-four 
hours might make the difference of his being unable to obtain 
proper professional advice. 


Usaces oF TRADE, WHEN EVIDENCE OF THEM MAY BE 
GIVEN TO EXPLAIN WRITTEN CONTRACTS. 
Parker v. Ibbetson, 6 W. R., C.P., 519. 

It is an important canon of the law of contracts, that though 
a written instrument can be neither contradicted nor varied by 
parol testimony, yet (subject to this qualification) evidence of 
custom and usage may be given for the purpose of annexing in- 
cidents to the terms of a contract, concerning which the writing 
itself is entirely silent. The principle of this relaxation of the 
strictness of the common law (for such it is, according to Lord 
Wensleydale, see Hutton v. Warren, 1 Mee. & W. 475), is that in 
such cases a presumption of law arises that the parties did not 
mean to express in writing the whole of the contract by which 
they intened to be bound, but to make a contract with refer- 
ence to certain known usages or customs affecting the subject 
matter of the contract in question. Among other illustrations 
of this rule may be instanced the case of a lease, which, if it 
contains nothing to the contrary, carries with it such customs 
as locally prevail, as to the manner of cultivation, the re- 
spective rights of landlord and tenant, with regard to the 
away-going crops, and the like. Another illustration is pre- 
sented by the class of cases to which that under discussion 
belongs, viz. where the usages of particular trades have 
been held annexed to the terms of written contracts respect- 
ing such trades. For example, in a case where a workman 
was hired for a year by an agreement in writing, which was 
silent as to holidays, it was held that parol evidence might 
be received to show that it was the custom of the trade for the 
workman to take certain holidays without the master’s per- 
mission (Reg. v. Inhabitants of Stoke-upon-Trent, 5 Q. B. 303). 
To this case, that under discussion is a useful addition. A 
yearly contract of service was entered into, by which a manu- 
facturer of cloth hired the plaintiff as his agent, which, being 
in writing, contained nothing as to the notice by which it might 
be terminated. Evidence, however, was admitted to show that 
there was a usage of the cloth trade that such a service might 
be determined by either of the parties giving to the other one 
calendar month's notice; and it was further held that it was for 
the Court to determine, as a matter of law, from the terms of 
the contract, whether such custom was excluded from it or not 
according to its proper construction, and not for the jury to say, 
as a matter of fact, whether the custom applied to the particular 
hiring. 

Crown Practice—LimitaTion oF TIME IN MOVING FOR 
Writs or Manpamus TO JUSTICES. 
Reg. v. Recorder of Richmond, 6 W. R., Q. B., 521. 

In this case the Court of Queen’s Bench laid down a new rule 
of court as to the time within which motions for writs of man- 
damus, calling upon justices to enter continuances and hear 
appeals, must be made—viz. that they must be made in the 
course of the term following the decision at the sessions. ‘The 
practice is so stated in Corner’s Crown Practice, p. 219, with 
the qualification that if they be made later, good cause for the 
delay must be shown. Lord Campbell, however, said that, for 





of the following term; though, as no positive rule on the sub- 
ject had been theretofore laid down, the Court did not act 

it in the case under discussion, but made the rule for a manda. 
mus absolute, after hearing the merits. 


PRACTICE aT JUDGES’ CHAMBERS—DRAWING UP ORDER— 
Lim1TaTION OF TIME OF APPEAL FROM ORDER—Ap- 
PLICATIONS TO CHANGE VENUE. 

In the matter, §c., of Burdon § Reynoldson, 6 W.R., C. P., 

522; Clarice v. Smith, Ib.; Cartwright v. Frost, Id., Exch., 542, 
These are a group of cases affecting’ the practice at judges’ 

chambers. The first of them shows that by analogy to the 
rule which governs applications for proceedings to be entered 
nunc pro tunc, the Courts will amend an error committed by a 
judge in making an order through the inadvertence of his 
clerk. Upon the judge’s clerk devolves the duty of drawing 
up an order made “ upon hearing the parties,” in proper form, 
according to the minutes of the decision as indorsed by the 
judge on the back of the summons, In the case under discus- 
sion, a summons appears to have been taken out under the 
15th section of the Common Law Procedure Act, 1854, to 
enlarge the term for making the award contained in a certain 
submission made a rule of court. The judge directed an order 
for the purpose to be drawn up as prayed for in the summons; 
but his clerk neglected, in drawing it up, to comply with one 
of the requisitions of the above-mentioned provision, viz. to 
state in the order “ good cause for enlargement,” which he could 
have collected from the summons itself. On account of this 
defect (amongst others) in the order, a rule nisi was obtained 
to set aside the award; but the Court amended the order on 
the ground of the mistake being that of the judge’s clerk. It 
does not appear by the report what became of the rule itself, 
or whether any directions were given as to the costs of the 
application. : 

The next case (Clarke v. Smith) discussed again the often 
raised question as to the limitation of time of appeal from a 
judge’s order. The rule seems now sufficiently established that 
an application to the Court with this object cannot be made 
after the end of the term following the date of the order. Thus, 
in Meredith v. Gittens (21 L. J., N.S., Q. B., 278), where a 
summons was dismissed by indorsing thereon “no order” in 
Trinity term, the Court of Queen’s Bench refused a rule the 
effect of which would have been indirectly to grant the appli- 
cation prayed for by the summons so dismissed, moved 
in the following Hilary Term. So, also, more recently 
in the same court, in Jordan v. Wilcoxon (8 Ell. & BL 
193), the rule is still more expressly stated, Lord Camp- 
bell saying, “ We have laid it down that an application to set 
aside a judge’s order cannot be made later than the term next 
succeeding the order.” The Court of Common Pleas also 
adopted the same practice in the subsequent case of Collins v. 
Johnson (16 C. B. 588). But, as to the Court of Exchequer, 
the limitation does not appear to have been hitherto expressly 
adopted, though there is little doubt but that the practice of 
the other courts would be followed if occasion should arise. 
It is, however, worth notice that, in Collins v. Johnson, the 
Court of Common Pleas were partly influenced by the impres- 
sion of Sir C. Cresswell, that the Court of Exchequer (as well 
as the Queen’s Bench) had, in the case of Orchard v. Mozey, 
adopted the rule; but both of the actions so cited in the 
reports, appear to have been in the Queen’s Bench (see Asplin v. 
Blackman, 21 L. J., Exch., 79 n.; 2 Ell. & Bl. 206). It is also 
rather curious that, neither in the argument nor in the judg- 
ment, of the case of Collins v. Johnson, was the most recent and 
full declaration as to the rule, given by Lord Campbell in Jordan 
v. Wilcoxon, referred to, but the earlier case only of Meredith 
v. Gittens, 

In the case under discussion, the Common Pleas again acted 
on this limitation; and this addition to the rule was also laid 
down, viz. that the period during which an appeal may be 
made cannot be extended by making a second application at 
chambers of the same kind. The time begins to run from that 
first made. Thus an application to the judge in August, to 
compel the master to tax certain costs, was refused. The ap- 
plication was renewed in November, and being again refused, 
an application, by way of appeal, was made to the Court in the 
following Hilary Term, and refused on the ground above ex- 

lained, 


ni 
The third case above mentioned (Cartwrtght v. Frost) throws 
light upon the practice as to applications to change the venue. 
By the practice introduced by the Common Law Procedure 
the venue in an action can only be changed by a special 
order, unless by consent of the parties. In ordinary cases, 8 


the future, applications must be made in all cases in thé course. 
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defendant who is under terms to take short notice of trial, 
‘must show, to the satisfaction of the judge to whom he applies, 
some grounds for his application to change the venue. 
And from the case of Clulee v. Bradley (13 C. B. 604) it 
appears that, as the general rule, the affidavit in support of the 
application in such cases must not be the common one, i. e. 
one merely alleging that the cause of action, if any, arose 
in the country to which it is desired that the venue should be 
changed, or that the parties and witnesses there reside. By 
the case under discussion, however, it also appears, that if the 
judge chooses to grant his order on such an affidavit, the Court 
will not interfere and rescind it—one reason being that it is not 
worth while to incur the expense of setting such a mistake 
right, and another being that there might have been circumstances 
not appearing on the affidavits which may have induced the 
judge to make the order, “as it is by no means unusual” (said 
Mr. Baron Channell) “ for judges at chambers to act upon the 
admissions of the parties as to facts not verified by any affi- 
davit.” 
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Professional Intelligence. 


Trinity Term, 1858. 

PuBLic EXAMINATION OF THE STUDENTS OF THE INNS OF 
Court, HELD AT LINCOLN’s-INN HALL, ON THE 19TH, 
20TH, AND 2isT Days oF May, 1858. 

The Council of Legal Education has awarded to 

(A Studentship of Fifty 
Guineas per Annum, to 
continue for a period of 
Three Years. 





Albert G, Langley, Esq., Stu- 
dent of the Middle Temple, 


Charles A. Russell, Esq., Stu- 
dent of Lincoln’s-inn, 

Hen. S. Page Winterbotham, 
Esq., Student of Lincoln’s - 


Certificates of Honour of the 
First Class. 


inn, 
W. Young Clare, Esq., Student ) 
of the Inner Temple, 
Leonard Henry Courtney, Esq., 
Student of Lincoln’s-inn, 
Samuel Hawksley Burbury, 
Esq., Student of Lincoln’s- 


inn, 

Chas. W. Blakiston Houston, 
Esq., Student of Lincoln’s- 
inn, 

Francis Fitzroy, Esq., Student 
of the Inner Temple, 

George Sidney Read, Esq., Stu- 
dent of Lincoln’s-inn, 

Daniel C. Lathbury, Esq., Stu- 
dent of Lincoln’s-inn, 

Robert Thomas Forster, Esq., 
Student of Lincoln’s-inn, 

John Fraser, Esq., Student of 
the Middle Temple, 

William S. Shoobridge, Eszq., 
Student of Lincoln’s-inn, 

John Huish, Esq., Student of 
the Middle Temple, 

Charles Campbell, Esq., Stu- 
dent of Lincoln’s-inn, 

By order of the Council, 
(Signed) Ricuarp BETHELL, Chairman, 

Council Chamber, Lincoln’s-inn, May 28, 1858. 


Certificates that they have 
> satisfactorily passed a Pub- 
lic Examination. 








ADMISSION OF SOLICITORS 
Trinity Term, 1858. 

The Master of the Rolls has appointed Saturday, the 12th 
day of June, 1858, at the Rolls Court, Chancery-lane, at four 
in the afternoon, for swearing solicitors. 

Every person desirous of being sworn on the above day, 
must leave his common law admission or his certificate of prac- 
tice for the current year, at the secretary's office, Rolls-yard, 
Chancery-lane, on or before Friday, the 11th of June. 





ADMISSION OF ATTORNEYS. 


Trinity Term, man — i. 
The following days have pointed for the admission 
attorneys in the Court of Q ny 


Friday, June 11. | Saturday, June 1% 








The Liverpool Town Council, at their méeting on the 2nd’: 
inst., decided, after a good deal of discussion, to increase the — 
salary of Mr. J. S. Mansfield from £1,000 to £1,200; and of - 
Mr. Edward James, Assessor of the Liverpool Court of Pas- 
sage, from £400 to £500. 


<> 
—>— 


Correspondence. 








DUBLIN.—(From our own Correspondent.) 


Trisity Term, 1858, is remarkable for one thing. The junior 
bar of Ireland, instead of increasing, has diminished. Not one 
learned gentleman has applied for admission to the bar, while as 
many as twelve have obtained promotion to the rank of Q.C. 
These promotions are scarcely fair subjects for criticism, the ’ 
rank of Q. C. being honorary, and no one being injured by any 
number of additions to the ranks of her Majesty’s counsel; 
still, it has been very generally remarked, that the majority of 
the new appointments are those of counsel whose practice at 
the outer bar was not extensive. 

The late John O’Connell, whose. sudden death last week re- 
vived many old recollections, and called forth many sincere 
regrets, was a member of the bar, but had not practised for 
many years. He early abandoned the law, and adopted poli- 
tical life, under the auspices of his father, Daniel O’Connell, 
M.P. About three years since he quitted the House of Commons, 
on his appointment to the clerkship of the Hanaper. 

The vacant post of Clerk of the Hanaper has been conferred 
on Mr. Ralph Cusack, an active member of the Dublin Con- 
servative Registration Committee. 

Mr. Cecil Moore has been appointed Crown Solicitor at 
Quarter Sessions for the county ef Tyrone. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Ex parte Smith, a Solicitor. 

F. Fitegerald, Q. C., appeared on behalf of Mr. J. Smith, of 
Parsonstown, solicitor, to show cause why he should not be 
struck off the roll of the Court. It appeared that an applica- 
tion had recently been made on behalf of a respondent in a 
cause, for leave to file certain answering affidavits; and in sup- 
port of that application an affidavit had been sworn and filed 
by Mr. Smith, which affidavit had been the subject of some 
pointed observations on the part of the Chancellor during the 
hearing of that motion. The affidavit in question, among other 
matters, referred to a search made by Mr. Smith for certain 
documents connected with the cause; and the Chancellor, con- 
sidering th@ paragraph, which was ambiguously worded, was 
designed to mislead the Court, made an order directing that 
Mr. Smith should attend to explain the matter. On behalf of 
Mr. Smith it Was now urged, and a new affidavit had been made 
by him to that effect—that there was really no such intention ° 
on his part—that he had hastily drafted the affidavit complained 


‘of from memory—that he had not weighed or considered the 


purport and effect which it would have if a certain construc- 
tion were put on its language, to which construction it was 
admittedly open. Mr. Smith also deposed that he had no 
interest whatever in the subject-matter, beyond the ordinary 
interest of a solicitor in his client's affairs. 

The Lord Chancellor said, that he felt strongly on this 
matter, because he thought that the practice of all Courts, and 
particularly of this Court, where evidence was chiefly adduced 
on affidavit, should be pervaded by strict truthfulness. One 
construction to be placed on Mr. Smith’s affidavit was of so 
suspicious a character, that it had appeared to him the best* 
course to give Mr. Smith an opportunity of removing that im- 
pression. The explanation given was one which he felt bound 
to admit; and he could not remove the name of any solicitor 
from the roll of the Court without the. clearest evidence. As 
Mr. Smith had pledged his veracity that a different construction 
was intended to be placed on the words used by him, and as 
his statement had been indorsed by his counsel, the order might 
be discharged. 

COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
Crosbie v. Murphy. 

This was an action brought against Mr. T. W. Murphy, an 
attorney, for negligence, under the following circumstances: 
The plaintiff Crosbie, in 1854, obtained a judgment for £300 
agaitst.a Mrs. Bridget Curran, an innkeeper of Killorglin, 
co. Kerry. This judgment Mr. Murphy had been instructed 
to register in the General Registry Office, under the provisions” 
of the Irish Act, 13 & 14 Vict. c. 29, in order that ebay 
becoine a charge on the lands of-the defendant. That 4 
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directs, that, in order to render a judgment charge on the real 
estate of a defendant, an affidavit must be sworn by the plain- 
tiff, stating, among other things, the title, trade, or profession of 
the defendant. In the present instance, Mrs. Curran had been 
described in the judgment itself as “widow” simply; and 
Mr. Murphy, in effecting the registration of the judgment, had 
followed its words, without addition. In 1856, two years after 
the registry of the judgment, Mrs. Curran became a bankrupt. 
Under the bankruptcy, the present plaintiff had claimed the 
benefit of his judgment as a charge on the estate; but, on argu- 
ment, the judge of the Bankruptcy Court held that the regis- 
tration was invalid by reason of the defendant's “ title, trade, or 
profession,” not being stated. The plaintiff had therefore to 
come in with the unsecured creditors, obtaining only a dividend 
of ten shillings in the pound on his demand. He then brought 
the present action against Mr. Murphy for negligence, and 
obtained a verdict against him for the full amount of the 
deficiency A conditional order (or rule nisi) was obtained 
last term to set aside the verdict, on the ground that a mistake 
made by an attorney, where the point was a doubtful one, was 
not enough to sustain an action against him for negligence. 
It was argued that he was justified in following strictly the 
words of the judgment—that the description “ widow” was a 
sufficient compliance with the terms of the Act—and that 
even were the affidavit defective, there was not that gross negli- 
gence on Mr. Murphy’s part which would entitle the plaintiff 
to a verdict. 

The Lorp CuieF Justice, in delivering the unanimous 
judgment of the Court, said that there could be no doubt as to 
the true construction of the Act of Parliament: and there was 
no doubt but that the affidavit prepared to effect the regis- 
tration of this judgment was not in conformity with the Act, 
as it did not state the “trade or profession” of Mrs. Curran. 
The attorney being instructed to register the judgment, 
seems to have thought it sufficient to adhere to the 
description given in the judgment: here he had made 
a mistake. Now it was olear, on all the authorities, 
that a mere error in judgment, or a mistake in point 
of law, did not constitute such negligence as would render 
an attorney liable to an action—it was not crassa negli- 
gentia. There was no usual, accustomed, or settled form of 
affidavit. Cases had been cited, decided in England, where an 
error had taken place in registering annuities under the Annuity 
Act, before anything had been settled as to the proper mode of 
registering them. Lord Mansfield had held, that a mistake, 
where the attorney did not appear to have been guilty of gross 
ignorance or negligence in getting or seeking for information, 
would not render him liable in an action for damages. There 
was no ground for saying that in this case there was such ne- 
gligence as would render the attorney liable; and as this was the 
only point reserved for the Court, the order must be made ab- 
solute. The Court did not consider this a case for a new trial, 
for that would be merely to call on a judge again to give a 
direction on the point. 

Order for nonsuit made absolute, without costs, 


COURT OF EXCHEQUER. 
Attorney-General v. Patterson. 


Counsel for the defendant moved to set aside a writ issued 
for recovery of a penalty, on the ground that the writ bore the 
name of no attorney. ‘Lhe writ bore this inscription—“ Solici- 
tor of Customs, Custom-house;” and it did not appear what 
custom-house was meant, nor could it be ascertained, on inquiry 
at the Custom-house in Dublin, that there was any solicitor 


‘Lhe Cuter Baron said, that the writ ought to be set aside, 
upon the ground that no attorney was named init. It was 
never intended that a nameless attorney should practise either 
here or in England. ‘The Act of Parliament contemplated, 
that whoever should be appointed by the department of cus- 
toms, should be enabled to act as its attorney, but not that the 
person so appointed should act without a name. So long as 
there was a person known and recognised here, and having an 
office here for the transaction of the customs business, this 
mode of proceeding might have passed without observation. It 
was, however, necessary that the Court should know who the 


Customs, Custom-honse,” might signify an officer in London 
or in Belfast. It was not at present necessary for the Court to 
determine whether a solicitor in England residing there, but 
having an office might practise by deputy here. In any 
= 


an 
that functionary ought to have some person acting for 
whose name should appear, and who should be.responsible 
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to this Court in the event of any irregularity occurring. With- 
out intimating that there was anything in the conduet of those 
acting for the Crown in any public department that indicated 
any necessity for such appointment, the Court would require 
that all processes should be issued by known and responsible 
agents. The writ must, therefore, be set aside. 


FEES ON AFFIDAVITS.—THE: BIRMINGHAM 
MEETING. 


To the Editor of Tue Soricrtors’ JourNAL & REPORTER. 


Srr,—The report of the meeting of solicitors at Birmingham, 
at which it was resolved to receive the fees payable on taking 
affidavits, is calculated to create an impression that the profes- 
sion in this town have unanimously, or at least very generally, 
adopted the resolution passed at that meeting. 

That meeting, however, was attended by only twenty-eight 
gentlemen, representing twenty-seven firms out of the 128 which 
constitute the profession in Birmingham; and, though no votes 
were recorded against the resolution, the meeting was not 
unanimous in its favour. 

The only result at present of the movement has been, to 
create considerable diversity of practice and some unpleasant 
feeling. 

Some gentlemen charge the full fees approved at the meeting; 
others charge less; and others adhere to the old practice of 
reciprocally accommodating each other without charge. 

As I was present at the meeting referred to, my name appears 
as one of the profession pledging themselves to take the fees. 
I did not vote, because, being one of a very small minority pre- 
sent, I did not wish to divide the meeting; but I protested 
against the measure, and expressly stated that I should not 
hold myself pledged to its adoption; nor should I act upon it, 
unless, upon further inquiry, I found the body of the profession 
accorded with it, in which case, of course, I should yield to the 
general feeling.—I remain, Sir, your obedient servant, 

Birmingham, May 24, 1858. GEORGE JABET. 


ys 


Questions at the Examination. 





TRINITY TERM, 1858. 
I. PRELIMINARY. 

1, Where, and with whom, did you serve your clerkship? 

2. State the particular branch or branches of the law to 
which you principally applied yourself during your clerkship? 

8. Mention some of the principal law books which you have 
read and studied. 

4. Have you attended any, and what; law lectures? 


Il. Common anp Stature Law awD PRACTICE OF THE 
Courts. 

5. How are personal actions commenced in the superior 
courts? 

6. Where a writ of summons, specially indorsed, has been 
served on a defendant and he fails to appear in due time, what is 
the next step? ' If he evades personal service, what is the next 
step in that case? 

7. Distinguish between local and personal actions, 

8. Within what time must a plaintiff declare ? 

9. In an action for goods sold and delivered, the writ not 
being specially indorsed, where the plaintiff does not deliver 
particulars of demand, what course ought the defendant to 
pursue to obtain them, and to what penalty does the plaintiff 
subject himself ? 

10. What does the plea of “ Never indebted” put in issue? 

11. How is an objection to the validity of a pleading raised? 

12. Define a traverse and a plea in confession and avoidance, 
and give instances of each? 

13. Why cannot payment be given in evidence in reduction 
of damages or debt without being pleaded in bar? 

14, By what means is the attendance of a witness at a trial 
procured? 

15. What are the essentials of a simple contract for the 
breach of which an action can be maintained? What is an 
executory contract? 

16; State the provisions of the 4th section of the Statute of 
Frauds. How has this section been affeeted by subsequent 
enactinents? 

17. Where a new trial is granted on the ground of the ver- 

t evidence, what is the rule as ito the costs of 
? Does this rule apply where there has been more 
than two trials? 
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18. In an action on a bill of exchange, how can the plaintiff 
revent the defendant from setting up the loss of the instru- 


t? 
grt Define, first, a bill of exchange, secondly, a cheque. 
What is the effect of “crossing” a cheque? Is the banker 
upon whom the cheque is drawn at liberty to disregard the 
crossing ? 
III. Converancrne. 

20. What parol agreements giving an interest in land, are 
valid within the Statute of Frauds? and state generally what 
acts constitute such part-performance as would induce a court 
of equity to enfore an agreement notwithstanding the statute? 

21. Should a mortgage of leaseholds be made by an assign- 
ment of the whole term, or by sub-demise? What considera- 
tions would induce you to prefer one to the other? 

22. Can an agent authorised by parol to purchase an estate 
at a certain price bind his principal by his written agreement to 
bay it for a larger sum? and if not, has the seller any, and 
what, remedy against the agent? 

23. Is a delay occasioned by defects of title which are ulti- 
mately removed a bar to a decree for specific performance at the 
suit of the vendor? and if not, what steps should a purchaser 
take to relieve himself from the contract, if the delay be in- 
jurious to him? 

24. By what means can a will now be revoked; and dis- 
tinguish whether the revocation effected by each mode will be 
complete or only partial? 

25. If A., on the sale of his estate, covenant for quiet enjoy- 
ment against all persons claiming by, from, or under him, would 
aclaim of dower by his mother come within the covenant? 

26. Where abstracted deeds are in the hands of persons 
living at a distance from the residence of the purchaser and his 
solicitor, is the vendor, in the absence of any special contract, 
bound to prodnce them to the purchaser or his solicitor at their 
place of residence or business for comparison with the abstract? 
and if not, ishe bound to pay the expense of a journey by the 
purchaser’s solicitor to the place where the deeds are, or of his 
employing an agent there? and may the vendor elect whether 
to pay for the journey, or the agent? ; 

27. If the abstract shows a good title on the face of it, but 
the purchaser's solicitor on comparing it with the title-deeds 
discovers an incurable defect, is the purchaser entitled to re- 
cover from the vendor the expense of comparing the abstract 
with the deeds; and would he be so if the defect appeared on 
the face of the abstract? 

28. Upon a sale of part of an estate without any stipulation 
as to deeds, who is entitled to the custody of them? and if the 
purchaser, is he bound to furnish the seller (who retains the 
other part of the estate) with attested copies, and at whose 
expense? 

29. Where a purchaser has not obtained the title-deeds or a 
covenant for the production of them, can he require such a 
covenant to be executed to him under the usual covenant for 
further assurances? 

80, An estate, consisting partly of freehold and partly of 
leasehold, is devised to A. for life, with remainder to B. for life, 
with remainder to the heirs of the body of A.: What interest 
does A. take in the freehold and leasehold respectively? 

$1. A. covenants by marriage-settlement that he will, within 
three years from the marriage, settle real estates of the value 
of £10,000 upon certain trusts for the benefit of his intended 
wife, and the children of the marriage; no particular estates are 
specified in the covenant: at the time of the settlement A. had 
two real estates only, each worth £5000, which he afterwards 
conveyed to purchasers; to one within, and to the other after, 
the expiration of the three years: The wife and a child of the 
marriage were living at the time of both the conveyances, -and 
both the purchasers knew that fact, and were also aware of the 
covenant, and that A. had no other real estates. Has the wife 
or child any, and what, claim on the two estates, or on either, 
and which of them? 

$2. A. (a trustee of a real estate for B.) purchases the estate 
from B. soon after he attains twenty-one; can A, make such a 
title as a purchaser from him is bound to accept, and if the 
cena does accept the title, does he incur any, and what, 

ities to B.? 

$3. A., B., and C. are brothers, A. being the eldest; B. and 
C. become joint-tenants of land in fee-simple; B., without C.’s 
knowledge, conveys his undivided moiety in fee to D. by way 
of mortgage—B. then dies; Does C. on B.’s death take the 
entirety, or does a moiety (subject to the mortgage) descend 
‘on A. as B.'s heir at law? 

-34.-A mortgage in fee dies intestate: In whom do the 
estate and money vest? 





IV. Equiry anp Practice or THE CouRTs. 


35. Can a valid settlement of the real and estates 
of infants be made upon their marriage? and if so, how? 

36. Are trustees under any, and if any, what, circumstances 
entitled to remuneration for the performance of their duties as 
trustees? 

37. State some of the acts of part performance which will 
enable the Court to decree the specific performance of a parol 
agreement for the sale of an estate. 

38. In what cases will the Court decree a specific perform- 
ance of the sale or purchase of an estate, when the price is 
agreed to be fixed by the arbitration of third persons? 

39. Will a court of equity restrain a tenant for life without 
impeachment of waste from cutting down any, and what, tim- 
ber; and supposing such tenant for life to cut down such tim- 
ber and to sell the same, to whom will the money produced by 
such sale belong? 

40. How many years’ arrears of annuity can an annuitant 
recover, according as the annuity may be secured by charge 
only on real estate, or by the limitation of an estate for a 
term of years to a trustee for securing the annuity, or by cove- 
nant only ? 

41. If a testator devise real estate, “subject” to a mortgage 
to A. B. in fee, does A. B. take the estate with the liability 
thereout to pay the mortgage, or can he require it to be paid 
off out of the personal assets of the testator ? 

42. In the power of sale in a mortgage deed of real estate, it 
is declared that the mortgagee shall hold the surplus of the 
moneys arising from the sale in trust for the mortgagor, his 
“executors, administrators, and assigns.” After the sale under 
such power, is the surplus to be considered real or personal 
estate, and does it make any difference whether such sale takes 
place in the life-time of the mortgagor, or after his death ? 

43. What time is a defendant allowed for answering the in- 
terrogatories to a bill ? 

44. What facility has the Act to amend the. practice and 
course of proceeding in the Court of Chancery given. a defen- 
dant who before would have been obliged to file a cross bill ? 

45. What is the effect of the enrolment of a decree made by 
the Master of the Rolls or one of the Vice-Chancellors ? 

46. What step must you take to prevent an enrolment of a 
decree ? 

47. What evidence does the Court require before it takes the 
consent of a married woman for the disposition of a fund in 
Court belonging to her ? 

48. In what cases may a defendant oblige a plaintiff to give 
security for costs? 

49. Within what time after the delivery of a bill of costs may 
an order of course for taxing the same be obtained by the 
solicitor and client respectively? 


V. Bankruptcy anp Practice oF THE CouRTS. 


50. How long after the filing of a declaration of insolvency 
by a trader is it available as an act of bankruptcy? . 

51. Within what period. after a person adjudged bankrupt 
has been served with the adjudication can he show cause to the 
Court its against validity? 

52. Are there any, and what, provisions in the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1849, protecting assignments by a trader of all his estate 
for the benefit of creditors from being void as acts of bank- 
ruptcy? 

53. State what is necessary to be done for the purpose of 
effectually personally serving a trader with a trader-debtor’s 
summons under the 78th section of the Bankrupts’ Act, 1849. 

54. What period is allowed a bankrupt after the advertise- 
ment of the bankruptcy in the Gazette to commence proceedings 
to dispute the petition for adjudication whether the bankrupt 
be, at the date of the adjudication, in the United Kingdom, 
elsewhere in Europe, or in any other part of the world? 

55. Assuming no proceedings are taken by a bankrupt with- 
in the proper period to dispute the petition for adjudication, for 
what purposes, and of what facts, is the Gazette, containing the 
advertisement of the bankruptcy, conclusive evidence? 

56. For what period for rent in arrear can a landlord dis- 
train on the goods of a bankrupt, after an act of bankruptcy, 
or filing the petition for adjudication? 

57. Is a judgment debt under any, and what, circumstances, 
and when, a charge in equity on the bankrupt’s real estate? 

58, Assuming the bankrupt to be a debtor to the Crown, 
can tie Crown at any time, and within what period after adju- 
dication, - by extent and sell the of the bankrupt, 
retai @ proceeds to discharge the debt? 

59. How can proceedings in bankruptoy, or copies of the 
ings, be cals evidence? 
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60. A deed of arrangement within the meaning of the bank- 
rupt Act, 1849, is executed by 6-7ths in number and value of 
the creditors whose debts amount to £10 and upwards; state 
the mode by which creditors, who have not signed such deed, 
will be bound thereby, notwithstanding three months have not 
expired since such last-mentioned creditors received due notice 
of the execution of the deed. 

61. State the requisite provisions of a valid deed of arrange- 
ment, within the meaning of the Bankrupt Act, 1849, relative 
to the distribution of the trader’s estate among the creditors. 

62. Assuming the bankrupt to have been refused protection 
by the Court, state the mode to be adopted. by the assignees or 
creditors individually to entitle them to issue execution against 
the body of the bankrupt. 

63. What course should be taken to prove against a bank- 
rupt’s estate a liability to pay money upon a contingency which 
has not happened at the filing of the petition ? 

64. If a bankrupt, after passing his last examination, wishes 
to annul the adjudication by an offer of composition to his cre- 
ditors, what course should be taken, and what is requisite to be 
done, before the bankrupt can make his application to the 
Court, before the Court will annul the adjudication ? 


VI. Crnunat Law anp PROCEEDINGS BEFORE 
MAGISTRATES. 

65. Is the jurisdiction in criminal matters exercisable by all, 
or, if not, by which of the superior courts at Westminster ? 

66. An offender having been committed to prison, how do 
you proceed at the ensuing assizes, in order to his trial ? 

67. Is there any limit, as to time, within which offences 
relating to game must be prosecuted, and under what statute? 

68. Has the Petty or the Quarter Sessions, and which of 
them, jurisdiction in cases of perjury or forgery? 

69. Can an indictment be quashed after conviction, and by 
what court? 

70. A prisoner wishes to traverse the indictment—how is he 
to proceed? 

71. Indictment found at sessions, and transmitted by the 
justices to the assizes—can it be tried at the assizes without 
being removed by certiorari? 

72. Is a writ of certiorari demandable as of right by a pri- 
soner? 

73. Is it a criminal offence to kill, maim, or wound cattle, 
and under what statute? 

74. What is the smallest number of persons who can be in- 
cluded in an indictment for conspiracy? 

75. How many witnesses are necessary to convict a person 
indicted for perjury? 

76. By what means do you compel a witness who is in cus- 
tody to attend and give evidence? 

77. Is it a criminal offence to steal a will or title-deed? and 
if so, under what statute? 

78. Is it a criminal offence to steal a letter, or money out of 
a letter, and under what statute? 

79. Is it a criminal offence maliciously to destroy or damage 
trees or underwood, and under what statute? 


a 
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Parliamentary Broceedings. 





HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Tuesday, June \. 
Tue SHREWSBURY PEERAGE. 

Lord RepEspALe brought up the report of the Committee 
of Privileges on the Shrewsbury peerage. 

Lord CAMPBELL said, he entirely concurred in the judgment 
of the Committee of Privileges, He thought it had been clearly 
shown that Earl Talbot was descended from the first Earl of 
Shrewsbury. 

Thursday, June 3. 
CHANCERY AMENDMENT BILL, 

The Lorp Cuancetxor proposed the second reading of this 
Bill. It came from the other House with the approval of a 
commission well qualified to consider the subject, viz. the Mas- 
ter of the Rolls, one of the Lords Justices, two Vice-Chancellors, 
aj of a Common Law Court, Sir. J. Graham, Mr. Henley, 
and three of the most eminent practising Chancery barristers, 
The principle of the Bill was to enable the Court of Chancery 
to give full and complete relief to suitors who came before it 
At present, if any person had sustained injury by the wrongful 
act of er for which he was entitled to receive damages, 
and if he also desired to obtain an injunction to restrain the 








latter, but must go to a common law court to obtain d 

The tendency of recent legislation had been to enable the 
Courts to give full and complete relief to all who applied to them, 
Before the passing of the Common Law Procedure Act in 1854, 
a court of common law had no power to compel parties who 
had been guilty of any breach of duty or engagement to per- 
form the same, but could only award damages for any injury that 
had been sustained. The Common Law Procedure Act gave 
power to issue a mandamus to compel the performance of a 
duty. Power was also given to grant injunctions. Again, 
there were cases in which persons sued, had, according to 
the strict rules of law, no defence, but a very good 
defence in equity, and in such cases the defendant for- 
merly was obliged to allow judgment to go against him in 
the common law court, and then apply to the Court of Chan- 
cery to restrain the proceedings against him. The Legislature 
thought that course was needlessly complicated, and therefore 
permitted a defendant to plead an equitable defence to an action, 
He made those explanations to prove that the Bill he now pro- 
posed, to give the Court of Chancery power to award damages, 
was in strict accordance with the principles upon which Parlia- 
ment had been acting of late. ‘The power of giving damages 
would impose upon the Court of Chancery the duty of estima- 
ting the injury done, and of ascertaining all the facts relatin 
to the case which had rendered necessary a portion of the Bi 
relating to the examination of witnesses. The country was 
indebted to Lord St. Leonards for an improvement in that 
respect, by substituting viva voce examinations before an exa- 
miner for the old mode of taking evidence by interrogatories. 
Even that improved system was not exactly satisfactory, as in 
practice he believed that nine-tenths of the evidence in chief 
was taken upon affidavit, and the services of the examiner were 
only called in for cross-examination. Now, it was expedient that 
the witnesses to facts should be examined before the judge, as 
great light was often thrown upon the question by the very 
demeanour of the witnesses, and by the facility of putting 
interrogatories to them, by means of which all doubt was 
cleared up. Some of the equity judges, bearing those considera- 
tions in mind, adopted the principle of examining persons in 
open court, but some of them objected to it altogether. ‘Those 
who were accustomed to investigations in our courts of law 
were perfectly aware that no more important aid could be 
given to a judge upon any question, and especially upon a 
question in which the assessment of damages was involved, 
than was to be derived from the assistance of a jury, and it 
was therefore proposed in the present Bill to leave it to the 
option of the judge to allow a jury to be summoned in courts 
of equity to decide disputed questions of fact, and those also 
embracing the assessment of damages, In support of the views 
which he had just submitted, a remarkable case had come 
before the Lords Justices, in which the parties to the suit were 
completely at issue with respect to the facts. The Lords Jus- 
tices had the parties in open court, where they were subjected 
to a viva voce examination. The result had been, that the 
Lords Justices had found themselves quite perplexed by con- 
flicting testimony. They had eventually determined to send 
down an issue to be tried before his noble friend near him and 
a jury, and the upshot had been that the jury had found no dif- 
ficulty in coming to a conclusion in favour of the truth of the 
statements of one of the parties. Their verdict’ had been per- 
fectly satisfactory, and although in opposition to the interests of 
the persons for whom he (the Lord Chancellor) happened to be the 
advocate, yet he could express his concurrence in its justice. 
He might add, that in the new Court of Probate the judges 
had the power of calling in a jury. Lord St. Leonards enter- 
tained, he believed, some objection to certain clauses of the 
Bill; but he was prepared to assent, when the second reading 
had been taken, to remit the Bill to a select committee, that 
its provisions might undergo more careful examination. 

Lord BrovGHam expressed approval of the measure, ob- 
serving, however, that he did not think that in the case of the 
assessment of damages the judge should have the power of 
deciding whether there should be a jury, without the consent 
of the parties to the suit. 

Lord St. Leonarps did not oppose the Bill, of many of 
the provisions of which he was inclined to speak with favour. 
He concurred in the opinion that the names of from 
whom the report on which the measwre was founded had 
emanated were entitled to great weight, and was pre- 
pared to admit that, so far as it tended to carry out 
the wish of the public and the ature, the Court 


in which a suit happened to be instituted entirely dis- 
pose of the subject matter in dispute. He doubted whether 
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judge in ought to have the power of assessing damages, 
co ech was sufficient machinery at his command to 
exercise that beneficially. He did not object to a court 
of equity having the same powers as were given to a court of 
law, so as to enable it to give complete remedy to the suitors 
who resorted to it. But the Bill did not merely give to suitors 
the same remedy as now existed, but conferred a new and ex- 
tensive remedy which never existed before. He hoped that its 
details would receive the careful consideration of the select 
committee. 

Lord CAMPBELL expressed his entire concurrence in the 
principle of the Bill, which he took to be one cause to one 
court. Under the existing system a cause oscillated from a 
court of law to a court of equity. It was a great reproach to 
the administration of justice. He regarded this Bill as a step 
in the right direction, but much remained to be done. Where 
damages were to be assessed it ought not to be necessary to go 
from one court to another, employing different solicitors and 
counsel, and thus incurring a very wasteful expenditure. He 
thought it matter of congratulation that courts of equity were 
now able of their own authority to do complete justice to 
suitors, and it was most desirable that the courts of common 
law should possess a machinery whereby they might give a 
final decision upon cases submitted to them. 

Lord CRaNnwortH had intended last year to propose a Bill 
with the object of carrying into effect the recommendations of 
the commissioners on this subject; but he found it impossible to 
do so in consequence of the time occupied in discussing the 
important measures relating to probates and divorce. The 
Bill proposed more than was recommended by the commissioners, 
because it proposed that in all cases it should be competent to 
the Court of Chancery to summon a jury. He did not object 
to that enactment; but the public would be mistaken if they 
fancied that the power would be very often exercised, as the 

tions brought before the Court of Chancery were seldom 

ted matters of fact. 
The Bill was then read a second time and referred to a select 
committee. 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Tuesday, June 1. 
BANKERS’ CHEQUES. 

Mr. Nicott asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer if his 
attention had been directed to the commercial inconvenience 
likely to be caused by bankers refusing to honour cheques when 
drawers have omitted to write their initials on adhesive stamps 
but which are otherwise cancelled, sufficiently to accord with 
the intention of the Act; and if it was contemplated to enable 
persons who have given valuable consideration for such cheques 
to attach, or to cancel, adhesive stamps in lieu of the drawers? 

The CHANCELLOR OF THE EXCHEQUER said, the commercial 
inconvenience referred to was not absolute, but only probable. 
He had not yet heard that it had occurred, and he would state 
the practice at the Bank of England, which he trusted would 
be followed by other banking establishments. If a cheque 
was presented to the Bank of England without the stamp being 
cancelled, payment was refused; but if the stamp was virtually 
cancelled, so that it could not be used again, payment was 
always made, and therefore he imagined that the inconvenience 
referred to would not, under those circumstances, occur. 

Mr. Carrp asked the Chancellor of the Exchequer whether 
drafts or orders on bankers in the form of “ Debit my account 
£10,” or “ Pay myself £10,” but not including the words 
“Bearer on demand,” might be drawn at and paid over the bank 
counter without a penny stamp; and whether, notwithstanding 
the recent Act,-such unstamped cheques were legal? 


The CHANCELLOR OF THE ExcHEQueER said, drafts or orders 
on bankers in the form of “Debit my account £10,” or “ Pay 
myself £10,” but not including the words “ Bearer on demand,” 
he was advised, were liable to the same stamps which were pro- 
vided for by the old Acts, and which were not at all affected by 
the new Act. But at the same time he was also advised that 
such drafts to order, if really presented by the person himself 
over the counter, were legal without the stamp. 

The ArrorNey-GENERAL obtained leave to introduce a Bill 
toamend the law relating to cheques or draughts upon bankers. 
The Bill was afterwards brought in and read a first time. 








Law Amendment Society. 


: MR. E. WEBSTER’S PAPER. 

The distinction between real and personal estate—or, as it is 
better expressed by the civil law, between things immovable 
and things movable—is so obvious and indubitable, as not to be 
open even to argument. Land constitutes a permanent, fixed, 
and self-existing entity. Personal property, strictly speaking, 
is no more than a right to or possession of an article, which is 
in its nature either movable, perishable, or transitory, or par- 
taking of all or some of those qualities. Nevertheless, the law 
of England places land, when held for a term of years, in the 
category of personal or movable property; therefore, leaseholds 
for years, though in their nature fixed, immovable, and real, are 
personal estate, and consequently, on the lessee dying, vest in 
his legal personal representative—viz. the executor or the ad- 
Iwinistrator. Hence land, though it be “ material, tangible, 
visible, corporeal, permanently local, with external differences 
of configuration,” is capable, under certain circumstances, of 
being held, divided, or of having its value in money realised and 
distributed, under a title to personal estate. 

It is not true, therefore, that the natural or essential differ- 
ences between land and stock in the public funds is necessarily 
productive either of a different title, or of a different mode of 
transferring a title. But were this so, surely there cannot be 
that amount of danger from assimilating the transfer of the 
two properties which our opponents anticipate ; for there is no 
doubt that the differences of locality, of title, of tenure, &c., 
incident to land, must always hinder its being placed, as regards 
its transfer, on a footing of exact equality with stock in the 
public funds; but if we find, on investigating the subject with 
a view to its practicability, that we have invented machinery 
which we verily believe will work well, and which will impart 
to the transfer of land some, and even a considerable degree, of 
that cheap and expeditious transferribility which attaches to 
stock in the funds, surely the fact that the transfer of each 
property cannot be placed on precisely the same footing, is no 
answer to the attempt to obtain that object partially. All titles, 
whether they be to real or to personal estate, are creations of the 
law. In one sense they are all equally personal, inasmuch as 
they accompany the person of the proprietor, and may be trans- 
ferred by him in any part of the world. 

Under certain circumstances, a title to land may, without any 
act by the owner, and even without his knowledge, be trans- 
ferred from him. For example, a trustee in Australia of landed 
property in England may, by a vesting order of the Conrt of 

hancery, have his title conveyed from him whilst he isin 
Australia, and vested in a new trustee in England. 

That is an example both of a transfer of land without a con- 
veyance, and of a registered title, and it forcibly illustrates how 
easily transfers of land might be effected by a registration of 
the title only. 

There are, however, many persons, and especially real ‘pro- 
perty lawyers, whose minds are so impressed with the broad 
and marked dissimilarity between land and stock in the funds 
(of which latter, one sum is, except in quantity, an exact coun- 
terpart or fac-simile of another) that, without much considera- 
tion, they pronounce it impossible for the two properties to pass 
from a vendor to a purchaser by any conveyance analogous in 
principle. 

Hence a laborious and well-composed paper* has been pub- 
lished by this society, founded upon the idea that the report of 
the Registration of ‘Title Commissioners is based on a fancied 
analogy between the two properties. This, however, is a very 
gross error. ‘The report is not founded on any such palpable 
absurdity, but it is founded on the analogy of titles. 

The absolute title of A. to £3000 in Consols, and the 
absolute title of A. to 300 acres of land, are strictly ana- 
logous titles; though the subject or object of each title is dis- 
tinct, and requires a different identification. Again, A. being 
entitled for his life to the dividends on £3000 in Consols, 
and A. being entitled for his life to the rents, issues, and 
profits of 300 acres of land, has vested in him two analogous 
titles (each title being for the term of his life), though the pro- 
perties which produce the income of each title are in their 
nature entirely dissimilar. To confound a title with the 
subject of the title, is like alleging that when a race-horse has 
won & cup; he cannot be sold without the cup. 

To allege, because land is a thing seen and stock in the funds 
is a thing unseen, that, therefore, the title to each property 
cannot be transferred from A. to B. on the same principle, vir. 





* Mr, Wakefield’s, read 8th March, 1856. 
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by registration, is to confound and render unintelligible two 
ideas in their nature always separable and distinct. 

It is indeed true that a transfer of land by registration can 
never be made with entirely the same ease, expedition, and 
cheapness as a transfer of stock, only, however, because it is far 
more laborious to describe land—maps, schedules, or descriptive 
particulars being necessary to identify it. This, however, is ob- 
viously matter of detail, not of principle. 

The Registration of Title Commissioners have recognised the 

possibility and expediency of transferring titles to land (and 
consequently land itself) by registration; and should their 
report be taken up by the Legislature in an enlightened spirit, 
and with a bonf fide desire to amend the law, we venture 
to predicate, without pledging ourselves to the entire practi- 
cability of all the commissioners have recommended, that 
in that report will be found the germ of one of the soundest 
and most practicable measures of law reform. That a land- 
owner might have his name placed on a register as the regis- 
tered proprietor of his land, described in a schedule by written 
particulars or by a map, to identify it, that he might be by law 
empowered to transfer on the register his title so registered, and 
be restricted from transferring his registered title in any other 
manner, are facts which are incontrovertible; that a purchaser 
of such registered title would, under such circumstances, be 
exonerated from any investigation of the title, except for the 
time antecedent to the date of the first registration, and would 
be under no necessity afterwards of looking beyond the register 
itself, except in cases of notice of a contemplated fraud, follows 
as @ necessary consequence; and it is equally certain that such 
a registration might exist without affecting the tenure of land 
—that is, without exempting the registered proprietor from the 
obligations incident to its tenure; for, not only are the Com- 
missioners of Woods and Forests the registered proprietors of 
Crown lands, but all copyhold property is held by registered 
proprietors. In each of those cases there is a recorded title, 
the record of the former being an Act of Parliament, of the 
latter the rolls of the manor; whilst in bankruptcy, on adjudi- 
cation, the title to the land of the bankrupt is, by the adjudi- 
cation only, transferred to the assignee, who is to all intents and 
purposes a registered proprietor for the benefit of the bankrupt’s 
creditors. 

But, on political grounds, an argument has been raised 
against assimilating the transfer of land tothe transfer of stock, 
which, if well founded, will greatly impede or entirely prohibit 
all amendment of the law, so far as the transfer of land is con- 
cerned. A certain class of politicians allege, that it is, for 
grave national reasons, expedient that land should be difficult 
to sell— difficult to purchase, lest our large landed proprietors 
should become a fluctuating body. ‘This argument has always 
had great weight with those who either settle or purchase land 
for domestic or family purposes, and with those who, on social or 
political grounds, consider it “desirable that a large portion of 
the land of the country should differ in its tenure and mode of 
transfer from personal property,” and who would, if they could, 
in all time to come, exclude from their family estates every indi- 
vidual of the human race not being their natural or adopted 


This love of family power has not been barren of events 
in the legal or political history of this country. It originated 
the law of entail, the corn laws, and other monopolies, and will 
now array itself against any reform which will occasion land to 
be, easily and cheaply, the reward of enterprise, industry, and 
virtue; but it will fail in averting the stream of public opinion, 
though it may for a time impede and dam up its pro- 
gress. Ever since the judges of the land and the legis- 
lature united, in the reign of Henry VII, in discouraging 
the monopoly of land enjoyed by particular families from 
generation to generation, there has been a tendency, both 
by statute and judge-declared law, to improve the laws of 
real property, so as to render the transfer of land free, and the 
title to it certain; but neither of those objects can possibly be 
secured so long as the theory of the present system of con- 
veyancing continues; for it imposes, in every transaction, the 
necessity of a new investigation of the title. 

The strength of the objections to the registration of titles to 
land will be well appreciated by marshalling the opponents of 
the measure. ‘hey consist of three portions or classes of the 

8; 

1st. Of those who take a conscientious and unbiassed view 

of the question ; 

2ndly. Of those who are biassed by their interests; 

Srdly. Of those who take a conscientions view, but who are 

biassed ty their fears. 


believing not only “that a different principle of transfer neces. 
sarily springs from the essentially different natures of the two 
properties,” but that an entire revision of the laws of real pro: 
perty must precede any measure for the improvement of the 

transfer of land*. ‘The opinion of these gentlemen is entitled 

to the greatest respect, as amongst them are included many of 

the most distinguished jurists of the age. 

As regards the first objection, it is already refuted; as regards 

the second, let us inquire with impartiality and a desire to 

arrive at truth, whether the difficulties of transferring land 

actually arise from our laws on real property. If that be the 

fact, then the evil cannot be cured by registration. But to esta- 

blish that fact, it must be proved, that, if the vendors and pur- 

chasers of land had the same facilities as vendors and purchasers 

of stock, the difficulties of transferring land would remain as 

they are. For argument’s sake, let us suppose a purchaser of 
stock burdened with the investigation of his vendor's title. Is 

it not obvious that on every transfer of stock the vendor would 

be obliged to deliver the abstract of his title, to prove both how 

he came by the stock, and that no human being had, or could 

have, any adverse claim to it? If that principle were applied 

to the sale of pictures, every seller of a picture would have to 
deliver an abstract of his title to it, to show by the best evi- 

dence that the picture was, for example, really painted by Rey- 

nolds or Moreland, and had never since been altered or stolen. 

It is obvious that the difficulties in transferring personal pro- 

perty would in such case be equalised, or nearly equalised, to 
the present difficulties of transferring real estate. Without 

therefore, making an assertion so unfounded as that land can 

be made as easily transferable as stock, it seems certain that 
our laws of real property are not the sole or main cause of the 

evils we are considering. It is fairly open to doubt whether 
they at all conduce to it. Notwithstanding their artificial and 
intricate character, titles to land are usually good. All, there- 
fore, that proprietors of land require is, that a good existing 
title should, without damage to absent parties, be capable of 
being strengthened, so as to become an indisputable title, so 
that the expense of investigation once incurred may be made 
available for future dealings with the property. 

This may unquestionably be effected by registration, simply 
by the law declaring that an absolute title once registered shall 
be transferable on the register, and in no other manner. Pur- 
chasers of registered land would then be exempted, except in 
cases of notice of a contemplated fraud, from looking beyond 
the register itself’ as from the time the land was first registered, 
and the title, if not declared to be parliamentary and indis- 
putable, would be open to investigation for the antecedent 
period only. If, then, a person put a bad title on the register, 
he would gain nothing by it. If his title were good when first 
registered, though it would, if not a parliamentary title, always 
be open to investigation for the antecedent period, yet, as it 
would be gaining strength with the lapse of time, it would 
ultimately become absolutely indisputable, and might then be 
accepted on a contract only. ‘Transactions founded on fraud 
would be liable to be rescinded, as they are now; but a fraudu- 
lent transfer could hardly occur if the production to the regis- 
trar of the certificate of registration which last issued from his 
office (which would, in fact, be the registered proprietor’s title- 
deed) were made an indispensable condition precedent to a fresh 
transfer on the register. If a parliamentary titlet were ob- 
tained and registered, it would be for ever indisputable by pur- 
chasers of that title, except in cases of fraud. 

It appears, therefore, that our real property laws do not per 
se make the transfer of land difficult, but that the age 
springs from an obligation extraneous to those laws, whi 
obligation, if applied to purchasers of personal estate, would render 
its transfer as dilatory and as expensive as the transfer of land. 
This being the fact, no revision or alteration of our laws of real 


tion of titles to land. 

A person being placed on the register as the registered pro- 
prietor would, under the proposed measure, have his power over 
the registered land crippled to this extent, and to this extent only 
—viz. that he could not transfer the registered title to a purchaser, 





* Vide the Report of the Registration and Conveyancing Commissioners, 
p. 36. 


+ A parliamentary title might be obtained in this way—either by giving 





The first class treat the proposed measure as impracticable— 





one of the present courts of law or equity fwrisdiction, or by creating & 

Registration Land Court with § to declare a title parliamen- 

tary. The Court should be directed to place itself in an angagoaiatc 2, 

tion, as a purchaser for value, towards the applicant. 

power to hear and determine the rights of all rned, to give to 

rotect absent parties, and to impound porshese sapere fos beef * 
tight tleo'bave power act as the 


e Court to a3 
Court, and declare the title of the purchaser to be parliamentary. 


property need precede or accompany a measure for the registra- ' 
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on theregister. He pty juitableestates or interests 
in the land, then as now; =, persons having such estates or in- 

terests would have power to inhibit the transfer by entering an 
jahibition called a “ caveat,” on the register, for the registrar 
would have no power to transfer the land before such inhibi- 
tions were removed; but if the registered proprietor desired to 
sell the land, he would be careful not to incumber the register 
with inhibitions; and, supposing inhibitions to be so numerous 
as to make it difficult or impossible to remove them without 
litigation (a case which would not frequently happen), still, the 
expense of removing the caveats and rendering thereby’ the 
transfer free, would be much less than obtaining a decree and 
the execution of a conveyance by the various parties under the 
present system. 

It is true that on a sale of a registered estate incumbered 
with numerous caveats, it might, unless the inhibitors united in 
removing them, be necessary for the parties interested, not 
being purchasers of the title transferable on the register, to 
have the title-deeds perused and advised upon for the purpose 
of ascertaining the rights of the several inhibitors; but 
purchasers of the registered title would not be involved in 
such inquiry nor in any litigation that might occur, and all the 

purchaser’s expenses of investigating the registered title and of 
a t verioee deed of conveyance would be saved, and, consequently, 
> ties entering the caveats would get a better price for the 
land—a fact of some importance in all cases, and especially 
those of estates heavily incumbered. 

With regard to the second class of our opponents, little need 
be said. It is alleged that the registration of titles to land in 
the metropolis would destroy the conveyancing business of 
country solicitors, and that it is the object of the London 
solicitors to obtain, by @ metropolitan registry, a monopoly of 
that practice. 

If a compulsory system of registration were contemplated, 
some pretence would exist for this unauthorised and misan- 
thropic allegation; but, inasmuch as the proposed registration 
would be voluntary, country solicitors would or would not 
advise their clients to register their titles. If the latter were 
to insist upon them being registered, that would be an unanswer- 
able argument in favour of registration. 

The effect of registration would, however, be just the 
reverse of what has been stated. It would immediately 
occasion a very considerable influx of business into the offices 
of all solicitors. 

Landowners requiring a parliamentary title would not be few 
in number. Landowners requiring a registration of their title, 
not for the purpose of having it converted into a parliamentary 
title, but to avail themselves of the facility of a transfer on a 
register, would probably be numerous; whilst, as it is impossible 
to place on a register all the various interests and estates 
sometimes carved out of an absolute title to land, the business 
of solicitors and counsel would, when dealing with those 
interests and estates as between persons not intending to 
become purchasers and transferees of the registered title, 
continue much as it is. If a person sells a life or reversionary 
vasa in Consols, he has to produce his abstract, or otherwise 
svighey e. Under a system of registration of titles to 

d, the vendor of an unregistered interest would have to do 
the same; but when a fundholder sells and transfers on the 
books at the Bank of England an absolute title, he is under 
no obligation to deliver an abstract of his title, or to prove it in 
any way beyond identifying himself as the person in whose 
name the stock is registered. 

Moreover, when the public had appreciated the advantage of 
being able to buy and sell registered land expeditiously, 
ama and at a moderate expense, land transfers would 
great] age fe increase in number, and solicitors would necessarily be 

cers appointed by law to effect them. 


<> 
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Pending Measures of Law Reform. 


DRAFTS ON BANKERS LAW AMENDMENT 
BILL (H. C.) 
[ Mr. Attorney-General. } 
1. Whenever a cheque or draft on any banker, payable to 
, or to order, on demand, shall be issued, crossed with the 
name of a banker, or with two transverse lines with the words 
“and company,” or any abbreviation thereof, such crossing shall 





be deemed a material of the cheque or ‘draft, and shall not 
be obliterated or added to or altered by any person whomsoever 
after the issuing thereof; and the banker upon whom such 


draft to any other than the banker with whose name such 
cheque or draft shall be so crossed, or if the same be éroséed as 
aforesaid without a banker's name, to any other than a banker. 

2. The word “ banker” shall include any person or persons, 


or corporation, or joint-stock company, acting as a banker or 
bankers. 


a 


Court Papers. 


Queen's Bench. 
This Court will, on Monday, the l4th, Tuesday, the 15th, Wi 
the 16th, Thursday, the 17th, Friday, the 25th, and Saturday, the 26th 
days of June, hold Sittings in Banco, and will at such sittings proceed with 
the Cases in the New Trial Pape’ 
The Court will, also, on the Ord day of July, at 11 o'clock, hold a sitting, 
and will give judgment i in Cases then standing for judgment. 


NEW CASES.—Trinitry Term, 1858. 
CROWN PAPER. 


Devon. Robert Adams, Appellant v. Thomas Lakeman, Responden: 
Middlesex. The Queen on the Prosecution of the Trustees of iaahany 
v. Rev. Thos. 0. Goodchild. 
99 Same v. Rev. Thos. D. Lamb. 
re The Queen on the Prosecution of Churchwardens, &c., of 
Hampton, Respondents, v. The West Middlesex Water- 
works Cempany, Appellants. 
Hampshire. The Queen v. The Inhabitants of Fordingbridge. 
Bedfordshire. The Queen v. The Luton, Dunstable, and Welwyn Junc- 
tion Railway Company. 
SPECIAL PAPER. 
Sp. Case. Fussell, P. O. v. Dunn. 
Award. Begbie v. Middleton. 
Dem. Cunard and Others v. Hyde. 
ie Grant v. Rowland, P. 0. 
Sp. Case. Colchester v. Cook and Another. 
et Great Western Railway Company [v. Midland Railway Com- 
pany. 
NEW TRIAL PAPER. 
London. Penrose v. Martyn. 


Exchequer of Pleas. 
NEW CASES.—Trintry Term, 1858. 


SPECIAL PAPER. 


Dem. Ireland and Another v. Stiff. 
Jackson v. Isaacs. 


Sp. Case. | Hambro and Others v. The Official Manager of the Hull and 
London Fire Insurance Company. 
» Foster, P. O. v. Colley. 
Re Field v. The Newport, Abergavenny, and Hereford Railway 
Company. 
NEW TRIAL PAPER. 
Middlesex. Smith v. M‘Guire. 
PS Reeve v. Reeve. 
London. Nicholson and Another, Assignees, &c. ». Cooper. 
Middlesex. Whitmore and Another, Assignees, &c. v. Thomas. 


The Court will proceed daily with the Special Paper, so soon as the New 
Trial Paper shall be disposed of. 


a ee 


Births, Marriages, and Beaths. 

BIRTHS. 
BOURNE—On May 26, at Dudley, the wife of James S. Bourne, Esq., Soli- 
citor, of a son. 
BROMLEY—On June 1, at the residence of her father, the Attorney- 
General, Mrs. Bromley, of a daughter. 
JONES—On May 31, at 81 Cadogan-place, Belgrave-square, the wife of 
B, W. Jones, Esq., of a daughter. 
KINDER—On May 31, Mrs. W. Sidney Kinder, of 18 John-street, Bedford- 
row, of a daughter. 
ny oP May 28, at Hastings, the wife of Thomas Parker Lang- 
m, Esq., of a son and heir. 
STON E—On May 27, at 3 Clifton-terrace, Notting-hill, the wife of William 
Stanley Stone, Esq., of a son, 
WEST—-On May 30, at Croydon, Surrey, Mrs. F. West, of a oe: 
WwW ote a Sn a June 1, at 6 Montagu-square, the wife of George Hi 
Wh 
WILLOUGHBY2-On Ma May 27, at — the wife of William Arthur 
Willoughby, Esq., of a daughte: 


MARRIAGES. 

BURCHETT—COMERFORD—On June 1, at St. Marylebone church, by 
the Rey. Richard Marriott, of Beeford, near Hull, Henry, fourth reas of 

James Robert Burchett, Esq., of 24 ype Woburn-place, to 

~ ged of James Comerford, Esq., of 7 St. Andrew’s-place, Recent: 


DUBOIS—STENT—On May 29, at St. Giles’s, Camberwell, Frederick 

Thomas Dubois, of Derby, Solicitor, to Gam F Ellen, second surviving 

daughter of the late John Baptist Stent, Esq., R. 

EDWARDS—BROWN—On May 26, at the Padipeodoat chapel, Masbrough- 

by tlt Rev, Dr. Falding, Frederick Edwards, , of 

Kotherhan, Solicitor, to Sarah Elizabeth, daughter of George Brown, 
of Forge -house, Rotherham, 


lewry-cham 





cheque ot draft 


all be drawn, shall not pay such cheque or 


to Julia, 
Mr. Richard Fell, formerly my re Orne 
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DEATHS. 

EDGAR—On May 31, at 26°Acacia-road, St. John’s-wood, after a long 
iliness, Mary Ann, the wife of Andrew Edgar, Esq. Barrister-at-Law. 
FIDDEY—On April : 23, _at Madras, after three ‘days’ illness, ‘ae 

Fiddey, jun., dent in the Resident Engineers’ 
Madras Railway, aged 26, the younger son of Charles Fiddey, Esq., of the 
r 


‘emple 
JONES—On June 2, in Porchester-square, John Charles, eldest son of 
Charles Gwillim Jones, Esq., of Porchester-square and Gray’s-inn, 


aged 21. 
MOSS—On ge 26, in the llth P ipl of his age, William Robert, only sur- 
viving son of Alfred Moss, of Lyndhurst-road, Peckham, and Sise-lane, 





Bucklersbury. 
ROBERTS—On May 27, at his residence, 17 Spring-gardens, Whitehall, 
Elizabeth, t of Mr. Thomas Roberts, cml of 17 Spring-gar- 


dens, Whitehall, and the Boundaries, Balham, Surrey. 
————__>——— 


Bnclaimed Stock in the Bank of England. 


The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months :-— 


ALtNuTT, Jonny, ran ., Mark-lane, and Taomas Remnant, Grocer, Strand, 
£1,836 : 11 Reduced.—Claimed by Jonn ALLNUTT 

Acton, Witu1am, Gent., Wolverton-hall, Worcestershire, £1,000 : 17:7 
Consols.—Ciaimed by Winn AcTon. 

Anne, Spinster, deceased, Unity-street, Bristol, and JoHn JEN- 

Kyns, Esq., Red Lion-square, £391 : 3: 8 Consols.—Claimed by Joun 
JENKYNS, the survivor. 

Corron, CHARLES meee | Ea Kingsgate, Kent, Georce LEAR Curtis, 





Esq., Harley-street, and CHARLOTTE Harriet BEARE, & minor, 
£51:19:8 Consols. —Claimed by CuaRnLorre HaRriet Beare, the sur- 
vivor (now of age). 


HEttyer, WittaM VaR1o, Esq., Coleshill-street, Chelsea, £743: 5:2 
32. 10s. per Cent. Reduced. —Claimed by WILLiaM VARLO HELLYER. 

Hosuovusr, Henny, Esq., Hadspen, Somerset, Rev. RicharD JENKYNS, 
a Oxford, and JoHn JENKYNS, Esq., Red Lion-square, Mid- 

£3,389 : 6 Consols. —Claimed by Jonn JENKYNS. 

Kine, Smee, + ag deceased, Leckford, Hants, £500 Consols.—Claimed 
by Henry Kine, the surviving executor. 

Knicat, Georce Wittiam Henry, Capt. R.N., ae, Perthshire, 
and Joun Epwarp Pappon, Esq., Fareham, Hants, £344 : 6 Reduced.— 
Claimed by Joun Epwarp Pappon, the survivor. 

Laurie, Sir Peter, Knt., Park-square, Regent’s-park, Francis WARDEN, 
Esq., Bryanston-square, ARCHIBALD CocKBURN, Esq., Mark-lane, and 
BENJAMIN Boyp, Esq., New Bank-buildings, £1,211 : 0:6 Consols.— 
Claimed by Sir Perer Laurie. 

Lone, Anna Marta, Spinster, Camden-street, Camden-town, £125 Consols. 
Claimed by Anna Marta Lone. 

Pepper, Tuomas, & Joun Smira, Farmers, both of Hearne, Toddington, 
Beds, and Wi11am Coxe, Land Surveyor, Hemel Hempstead, Herts, 
£209 : 8 : 6 Consols.—Claimed by WitL1AM Co xz, the survivor. 

PeRRY, JAMES SAMUEL, Gent., deceased, Henrietta-street, Covent-garden, 
£50 New Three per Cents. ~ Claimed by Joun WETHERFIELD, the sur- 
viving executor. 

ner, Joun, Esq., Worcester, £1,056: 6:10 Consols.—Claimed by 

Witt1aM Acton, THOMAS JENKINS, and WILLIAM TAUNTON, the exetutors. 

SticKLanD, Joun, & Francis Mattock, Salesmen, Newgate-street, and 
Magy Mumsy, Widow, Theberton-street, Islington, £118 : 18 : 11 Re- 
duced.—Claimed by Jonn SrickLanp and Mary Mumsy, the survivors. 


es 


Heirs at Ha and Next of Kin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 


Cottins, Joun, Gent., Danthorpe, Holderness, Yorkshire (who died on Oct. 
13, 1856). Ion v. Ashton, M. R. Last Day for Proof, June 23, for next 
of kin living at his death or their personal representatives. 

Danrew, Cuarwes, & Joun Dante1, natives of Yorkshire, supposed to have 
resided in Bristol in 1827. Apply to J. Edwards, Esq., Solicitor, 15 Cole- 
man-street, London. 

Gotan, Toomas, Esq., late of 1 Terrace, Dean’s-yard, Westminster (who 
died on Dec. 16, 1857). His next of kin to apply to Solicitor of the 
Treasury, Treasury -chambers, Whitehall. 

Homer, Joun, who left Piddletrenthide, Dorset, nearly fifty years ago, to 
reside in London, and who died there some few years after. His children 
to apply to Messrs. Manfield & Andrews, of Dorchester, Solicitors. 

Kirgxe, ANNA Maria, Spinster, a person of unsound mind, formerly of 
Bampton, Oxon, now residing at Coton-hill Asylum, Staffordshire. Last 
Day for Proof, June \2, fer persons claiming to be heirs at law or next of 
kin, at Masters in Lunacy’ 's Office, 45 Lincoln s-inn-fields. Anna Maria 
Kirke was one of the children of William Fetcham Kirke, formerly of 
Bampton, Gent., deceased. 

Momray, JAMEs, N eriummbetiond since, North Shields (who died in April, 
1858). Fenwick v. Gillespie, M Last Day for Proof, July 1, to come 
in and prove their kindred. 

Pgaca, Sakau, Spinster, formerly of Brudenell-place, New North-road, 
Hoxton, but late of Shoreditch-workhouse, Kingsland-road, who died on 
ove 13, 1857, in Shoreditch-workhouse. Her next of kin to apply to 

Edwards, Clerk of the Trustees of the Poor of the Parish of 
Shoceaiseh, Shoreditch-workhouse. 

Sxerr, Joun, Gent., late of Haremare, ag Sussex (who died in 
Nov., 1857). Snepp, Clerk, v. Snepp, Widow; Snepp, Widow, v. S 
V. ©. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, July 14, for heir and next of 
living at his death, or their tatives. 

wae Gronet, latterly a publisher's canvasser in London, and previously 

of Wakefield, Yorkshire, who died on Dec. 28, 1856, aged 59, at Exeter- 
place, Sloane-street. His next of kin to address Mr. Indermaur, Solicitor, 
onshire- lebone-road. 





Boney Market. 


CITY, Fripay Evenrxe. 


The present week has been productive of large arrivals of 
specie from Australia, from Russia, from the West Indies, and 
from the United States. On theother hand, the shipment of silver 
for the East Indies is renewed, and ap to be increas- 
ing. The total amount of specie pt to the East by 
the packet of the present week, is about £155,102, all on pri- 
vate account. The English Funds continue remarkably flat. Con- 
sols have closed to-day for thedividend. The quotation ex dividend 
is 96} to 96} per cent. For the account on the 8th July, the 
price is 97§ to 97%, being nearly the same as this day week. 

From the Bank of England return for the week ending the 
2nd inst., it appears that the amount of notes in circulation is 
£20,128,780, being a decrease of £62,590; and the stock of 
bullion in both departments is £18,203,799, showing an increase 
of £91,397 when compared with the previous return. 

A failure of magnitude in the East India and China trade was 
announced on Wednesday, viz., the well-known firmof Rawson, 
Sons, & Co., with liabilities amounting to £700,000. Their esta- 
blishments are at Liverpool, Calcutta, Singapore, Shanghai, and 
Canton. This house has occupied a high position, and confident 
expectations are expressed that the liquidation of their estate will 
leave a balance for the partners. A statement is being prepared by 
Messrs. Coleman & Co., to be laid before a meeting of creditors, 
The chief cause of embarrassment is the great depreciation 
which has occurred in the value of the produce of China and 
the East Indies. 

Returns have lately been made public of the imports and 
exports of France during the present year, from which it 
appears that a large falling-off has taken place with respect ta 
all the chief articles in the year 1858, compared with 1857, 
showing that commercial affairs are greatly depressed. 
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Railway Stock. 
Raltwars. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur.} Fri. 
Birk. Lan. & Ch. June..| .. ee oe oe ee oe 
Bristol and Exeter ....| «+ ee ee ee 90 os 
Caledonian..........+ «+ | 8243] 82 |e2h § 4) 82h 19/81 93 
Chester and Holyhead. . ee ee ° ee oe ee 
East Anglian ...... ool | se 17 ee ee 17 es 
Eastern Counties ...... 61 60§| 61 6034) .. 61} 1 | GOR § 
Rosere Yates 5. Gomes eo 453 os os 4 <e 
Ditto B. Stock oo] ee eo oe ee ee o 
East Lancashire ...... oe 893 ee oe ee ee 
Edinburgh and Glasgow) .. éo 643 643 oe es 
Edin. Perth,and Dundee} .. eo ee on oo ee 
Glasgow & South-Westn.| .. ae es a ee ae 
Great Northern 103 24 | 1024 |1014 23) 1 1024 3] 102§ 
Ditto A. Stock ee 89 oe 90 89 89 
Ditto B. Stock oe 129 ve ee oo oe 
Gt. South & West. (Ire.) ee 102 oe 1023] .. ee 
Great Western ........ 54h 38153§ 3 7/539 § 4] 54 48 53 8 1g 
Do. Stour Vly. G. Stk.) .. ee [A oe . 


Lon. Brighton & 8. Coast 


4 
Lancashire & Yorkshire 894 004, 903 4 004 90} 903}89§ sok 
London & North-Wstrn..| 92 1 olf 24094 4 3/924 9 gi @2 2] 91 





London & South-Westrn.| 94 94 = 7 94 
Man. Sheff. & Lincoln..| 373 7] .. és 37; 37 
Midland ...........06 92 1g | 92 1§ |92} 2 alo2g j 3] 92 $ @] 91g 2 
Ditto Birm. & Derby} .. ée ae os oe 
NOrOAK .cccccsccccecs oe 6i4 oe ee oe . 
North British ........ ee 51 os 51 oe 
North-Eastern (Brwek.)} 954 1 oy 914 | 91 903 
Ditto Leeds ...... 47 Ke 46 ht 
Ditto York ........ 728 nh 19/72 15 9715 4 3] M144] 7 
North London ........ oe oe or ee or oe 
Oxford, Wore. & Wolver.| .. oe 31 eo es oe 
Scottish Central ...... ~ 110 9%) .. oe a 110} 
Scot. N.E. Aberdeen Stk.) .. 27 oe 27} o os 
Do. Scotsh. Mid. Stk.) .. oe ee eo oe oo 
Shropshire Union...... es ee ee ee . oe 
as baceebades on ean 36} sia 63j'p 674 8 
th-Eastern ........ ‘eo oe 
South Wales .........5] os e ae “s L -] 
Vale of Neath .....+06] os ee 99% 4 993 9 3] .. o 




















Ensurance Compantes, 


Equity and Law.....cccccsesccccccscccccvcccces 6 
nglish and cocccccccvcccccccs & 
LOW FIO cccccccoscccccccsvcccccocsucccecceeces Hf 
TAWA occcccccccccccccccccccescccescccececes 4 
Law Reversionary Interest ......sssqpesseseesene 19 

Law Union ....+++- PTTTITT TTT Te 


iy 
par 
Y and General c..sescescversecsesecseeve DOr 
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English Hunds. 
Sat. 





Enotisn Fonps. Mon. | Tues. Fri. 





Stock .......0-| 291 | 220 | 220$ 1/2193 21| 21 


Bank 93 

3 per Cent. Red. Ann... 964 3 6 

3 per Cent. Cons. Ann...|97 97 972 § 4/97, 97 97 
New 3 per Cent. Ann... 7 


per Cent. Ann.. 81z oe 81 81 

bag ) (exp. Jan. 5, 

Bi Se yore Gonpden. 8 
860) ..decccecccces] oe ee 1g oe es ee 

Do. 30 years(exp. Jan. 5, 
1880) soccccccescens| oo ee -- so ee a 
Do. 30 years (exp. Apr.5, 193 


1885) seseeeeeeevere] os | IEE] Oe Re ee 
si 221 3} 
994 
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London Gagettes. 


New fMember of Parliament. 
Turspay, June 1, 1858. 


Oty op Lumnice.—James Spaight, Esq., of George-st., in the City of 
Limerick, vice George Gavin, Esq., mae election has been declared void. 


Commissioner to administer Paths in Chancery. 
Fripay, June 4, 1858. 
Rawuins, Witt1aMm, Gent., Winchester.—March 31. 


Bankrupts, 
TuEspayY, June 1, 1858. 


BAYLEY, Georck Cueeraam, & James Barter (James Bayley & 
Sons), Cotton Spinners, es © Cheshire. June 17 and July 2, at 
12; Manchester. Of. Ass. Hernaman. Sols. Higson & Robinson, Cross- 


st., Manchester. Pet. May 29. 
gE BENJAMIN, Stonemason, Belper, Derbyshire. Com. Bal- 
: June 17 and July 6, at 11; Shire-hall, Nottingham. Qf. Ass. 
ot Sol. Helm, Derby. Pet. May 28. 

BULL, Tuomas, Grocer, Hambledon, baa ee gr Com. Goulburn : 
June 14, at 1; and July 19, at 11; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Nicholson. 
Sols. Trinder & Eyre, 1 John-st., Bedford-row ; or Gunner, Bishops 
Waltham, Hants. Pet. May 14. 

COTTON, Witttam, Beer Retailer, Bear-st., Leicester-sq. Com. Fon- 
blanque: June 15, at 1.30; and July 13, at 12; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. 
Stansfeld.» Sols. Pawle & Belfrage, 7 New-inn, Strand. Pet. May 25. 

FLYNN, Tomas, Cheesemonger, 48 Farringdon-st. Com. Fonblanque: 
June 11, at 12.30; and July 13, at 11; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Graham. 

. Pocock & , 58 jomew-close. Pet. May 29. 

JONES, Jonn, Beerhouse Keeper, late of Aberavon, Glamorganshire, now 
a prisoner for debt in Cardiff Gaol. Com. West: June 14 and July13, at 11; 
Bristol. . Ass. Miller. Sols. Bird, Cardiff; or Bevan & Girling, 
Bristol. Pet. "May 15. 

MARTIN, Epwarp, Fustian Merchant, Manchester. June 12 and July 
2, at 12; Manchester. Of Ass. Hernaman. Sol. Fox, Manchester. 
Pet. May’ 22. 

ROBINSON, THomas, Jun., Watchmaker, Sheffield. 
19 and July 10, at 10; Couneil- hall, Sheffield. Og’. Ass. Brewin. Sols. 
Smith & Burdekin, Sheffield. Pet. "May 24. 

THORNICRAFT, Tuomas, Coal Merchant, Leicester. Com. Balguy: 

June 22 and July 13, 10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. Qf. Ass. Harris. 
Sol. Ys Leicester. “Pet. May 28. 

WAY, James, . ao 272 Oxford-st., and 68 Edgware-rd. Com. Evans: 
June 11 and July 15, at 11.30; — a ae "‘o Bell. Sols. 

& Hampton, 62 Chancery-lane. 


Fawwar, June 4, 1858. 


Tuomas, ae Oldham, Lancashire. June 18 and July 8, at 
My ed : '4ss. Hernaman, Sol. Ascroft, Oldham Pet. 





Com. West: June 


as 1, 

BALDWIN, Henry, & Jony Batpwiw, 31 Cornhill, Tailors, and of Tom's 
Coffee-! 's-court, Cornhill, Tavern Keepers ; Henry Baldwin 
residing : C1 ae oe. as a Tailor, at 62 paren ga and 

a ~house, 5 win, 

Pag at 14 North-rd., Clapham. . Goulburn : June 17, at 2; and 

July 19, at 12; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Pennell. Soils. Lindsay & 
Basinghall-st. . June 2, 


BAMFORD, Sanvgt, Builder, 5 Cariton-ter., Loughborough-rd., Brixton. 








preg congay June 18, at 2; ee ee Of. 
Ass. Bek Gore, Eng Witenes Pet. Ma: 


BOON, Gzores, Laceman, 15 Hanway-st., Peabo Goulburn : 
June 16 and July 19, at 1; a Og dos. Michalomas tala 
Pocock & Poole, 58 Bartholomew-close. Pet. June 2. 


BRADSHAW, Bensamin, & James Wessrer, Canvas Manufacturers and 
Rag Merchants, of the Folly, Holbeck, near Leeds. Com. West: June 
16 and July 16, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Of. Ass. Young. 
Sols, Snowdon & Emmet, Leeds. Pet. May 29. 

CONSITT, Ricnarp, Commission Agent, t, Kingston-upon- Hull. Com. 
ton: June 23 and July 21, at 12; Town-hall, upon-Hull. 

Ass. Carrick. Sols. Holden & Kingston-upon-Hull. Pet. May 

DYKEN, Francis, Timber Merchant, 24 Broad-st.-bldgs. Com. Evans; 
June 15, atl; and July 15, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Bell. Bol. 
H. J. Godden, 1 Clement’s-lane, Lombard- st. Pet. June 2. 

FRANCO, Francis, Dealer and Chapman, late of 47 Lime-st., and now of 
7 Ladbrooke-road, Notting-hill. Com. Holroyd: June 15, at 2; and 
July 13 at 1; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Edwards. Sol. Semple, 21 Duke~- 
st., Manchester-sq. Pet. May 31. 

GRANT, James, Glass and China Dealer, Manchester. June 14 and ~ 
12, at 12; Manchester. O/“. Ass. Fraser. Sols. Baker, 
or "Sale, Worthington, & Shipman, Manchester. Pet. May 25. 

GROUSE, Micuaet, Tailor, 549 New Oxford-st. Com. Holroyd: June 18, 
at 2.30; and July 13, at 1; poe. -st. Off. Ass. Lee. Sol. Lawson, 
10 Austin-friars. Pet. June 1 

HORNE, James, Hatter, 112 Tottenham-ct. -rd., and 85 Edgware-rd. Com. 
Fonblanque : Tune 2 22, at 12.30 ; and July 16, at 1; ; Basinghall-st. Of. 
Ass. Stansfeld, Sols, Mason & Sturt, 7 Gresham-st Pe. June 3. 

LYONS, Davi Moss, General Merchant, formerly of Wynyard-sq., & 
George-st., Sydney, now a Prisoner for Debt in the Queen’s Prison. Com. 
Holroyd: June 15, at 2.30; and July 13, at 2; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. 
Lee. Sol. Murrough, 5 New-inn. Pet. June i. 

PAUL, James Henry, Licensed Victualler & Printer, late of the Spencer 
Arms Public-house, Dudley-st., Bloomsbury, now of 26 Dudley-st. Com. 
Fane: June 12, and July 16,at 11; Basinghall-st: Of. Ass. Cannan. 
Sol. Beard, 13 Basinghall-st. Pet. June 3. 

VINCENT, Pizzex, Printer, 19 Great St. Helen’s (Thompson & Vincent). 
Com. Goulburn: June 17, at 1; and July 19,at2: Basinghall-st. Of. 
Ass. Pennell. Sol. Branscomb, 6 Raquet-ct., Fleet-st. Pet. June 1: 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED,. 
Fray, June 4, 1858. 
Sracc, Josnva Conran, Timber Merchant, Stockton-upon-Tees. May 31. 


MEETINGS. 
Turspar, June 1, 1858, 


Bett, Rrcwarp, Contractor, 17 Gracechurch-st. Div. June 23, af 14 
Basingh hall 


“st. Com. Goulburn. 

BiaMEY, Francis, Grocer, Crofthandy, Gwennap, Cornwall. Div. June 22, 
at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. Com. Bere. 

Boutiinek, ALEXANDER, & GrorG-ARNoLD-Gustay Esser (Bohtlingk 
& Co.), Merchants, Liverpool. Div. joint est. and sep. est. of A. Boht» 
lingk, Jane 22, at 12. Com. \ 

Bryant, Joun, Draper, High-st., “oe. and Aldermanbury. Div. 
June 22, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 

Coox, Grorce KENNINGALE, & Jonn Epwin Gairrin, Auctioneers, Col- 
chester, and of Stratford St. Mary, Suffolk. Pr7. of Dits. June Il, at 
12; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 

Crocker, Joun, Tallow Chandler, Wyke Regis, and Weymouth, Dorset. 
Div. June 22, at 11 ; Queen-st., Exeter. Com. Bere. 

ELLs, Owen, Stone and Marble Mason, Liverpool. Div. June 22, at 12; 
Liverpool. Com. Perry. 

Farrincton, Henry, Auctioneer, Walsall. Div. July 1, at 11.30; Bir- 
mingham. Com. Balguy. 

GOULDEN, GEorcE, Wine and Spirit Dealer, Liverpool. Dio. June 24, at 
11; Liverpool. Com. Stevenson. 

HypDER, FREDERICK Tuomas, Grocer, 2 Purton-ter., Ledbury-rd., Bays- 
water. Div. June 24, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 

Jones, WILLIAM, Gasfitter, 196 Pentonville-rd., Pentonville, and 11 & 12 
Beak-st., Regent-st. Div. June 22, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. 

Low, JAMEs, bey vey Rayleigh, Essex. Div. June 22, at 11; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. E 

Lowe, Francis, & ie Henny GarpyeRr, Manufacturers, Wellington, Somer- 
setshire. Div. sep. est. F. Lowle, June 22, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. 
Com. Bere. 

M‘Rak, Jonn Jamieson, Tailor, Newark-upon-Trent. Div. June 22, at 
10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. Com. Balguy. 

Moxe, Witt14M, Victualler, Birmingham. Div. June 26, at 11.30; Bir- 
mingham. Com. Balguy. 

Pavirr, Witu1amM, & Daniet Pavrirr, 30 — Bow-rd., a 
and Grorce Pavitt, Myddleton-rd., Kingsland. 
carrying on business under style of Pavity © Go a 247 Wappin, 
and 24 Mark-lane. Div. sep. ests. W. Pavitt and D. Pavitt, June 23 
Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 

PENISTON, WILLIAM Micnakt, Railway Contractor, Yetminster, Dorset. 
Div. June 22, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. Com. Bere. 

Paruirs, Joun, Baker, Drimpton, Broadwinsor, 
Prf. Dots. June 16, at 11; 


, Dorset. Awd. Aces, & 
and Div. June 22, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. 


Com. Bere. 

Roperts, ecto Innkeeper, Chard, Somerset. Div. June 22, at ll; 
Queen-st,, Exeter. Com. Bere. 

Roters, Henry James, Surgeon & Apothecary Cornwall, 
lately yy with William Hender (Header & ). Aud. 
Acets. & Fh nae: at 11; and Div. June 22, at 11; Queen-st., 

Scorn, Gzoncr, Wharfinger, Moor Wharf, Uxbridge. Div. June 24, at 123 
Basinghall-st. urn, 





= 


} 
f 


Ospors, Wittiam Henry, Silversmith, 2 Princes-st., Cavendish-sq. Div. 








Joun, Wholesale baa nor age Bag a. (John Stapp & Son). 
"Die. June 22, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Taxaor, He Lem y & Huen Pornam TAsor, aa. vinci Sidmouth, Devon. 
Aud. Accs. i . June 16, at 11; and Div. June 22, at 11; Queen- 
st., Exeter. Com. Bere. 

Waker, Cuarves, & FreDERICK JAMES =o aye 3 Commercial- 
rd. East. Div. June 22, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. 

Farrar, June 4, 1858, 
oo Wit11aM Tortna, Merchant, 17 Great St. Helens. Div. June 25, 
2; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

hd ‘rancis, THomas, Nail Manufacturer, Bradford-st., Birmingham. Div. 
July 1, at 11.30; Birmingham, Com. Balguy. 

Foutp, Cuag.es, Merchant, 3 Cannon-st. (Fould & Co.) Last Ex. June 25, 
at 12; Basinghall-st, Com. Holroyd. 

Fox, mM Ironmonger, Kew-green, Kew. Div. June 25, at 11.30; Ba- 
singhall-st. Com. Fane. 


Harr, Joun, Ship and Insurance Broker, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. a Div. 
June 28, at 1; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Elliso: ' 

Hicxman, Wii1t1AM Samira, Picture Dealer, sare Bg eng ci ahi. * 
St. James’s. Div. June 25, at 11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. E 

Hueues, Ann, Lodging-house Keeper, 23 Northumberland-st., ma. and 
13a Cannon-row, Westminster. Last Er. (by adj. from May 26) June 
16, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

Lee, Ricnarp, Ricsarp Joun Brassey, Futter Farr, & Georce Lex, 

bard-st. Final Div. joint est., and sep, .est. F. Farr, 
2.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

Mantis, toe & Epwin Margxwick, Surveyors, Upper North-st., ps 
Round-hill Park, Brighton. Last Ex. June 14, at 2; Basinghal 
Com. Goulburn. 

Mixes, Witi1am, Corn and Wool Merchant, New Corn-market, Mark-lane, 
and Hornchurch, Essex. Div. June 25, 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. 
Fonblanque. 

Norton, James, Silk Dyer, Macclesfield. Div. June 28, at 12; Man- 
chester. Com. Jemmett. 


June 25, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 

PreLaam, Grorce Brown, Seay 11 Albert-st., Camden-town. Div. June’ 
25, at 11.30; Basinghal) Com. Fane. 

Paice, RowLanp, re-sort Stourbridge. Aud. Accts. & Div. July 5, at 
10.30; Birmingham. Com. Balguy. 

Sutra, Epwarp, Woolstapler, 116 Russell-st., Bermondsey. Div. June 25, 
‘at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 


Sreane, Samvet Epwarp (J. E. Steane & Co.), Soap and Blue Manufac- 
turer, Oxford. Div. June 25, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 


Wappineton, Epwarp, Draper, Preston. Div. June 28, at 12 ; Manchester. 
Com. Jemmett. 


Weanxs, Harry, Woollen Warehouseman, 74 Piccadilly. Div. June 25, at 
; Basinghali-st. Com. Fane: 


DIVIDENDS. 
Turspay, June 1, 1858. 


Bower, ALEXANDER, Banker, Basford, Staffordshire, and Manchester. 
rnd is. lld. Fraser, 45 George-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 
tol. 


Carsstex, Wuiiam & Georce, Cotton Spinners, Elland. First, 74d. 
Young, 5 Park-row, Leeds; any day, except Saturday, 10 to 1. 

Dance, Joun, & Henny Want, Druggists, Fairford. Div. joint est. 2s. 6d., 
Div. sep. est. J. Dance, (together with the first diy. of ls. 3d. on 
ae iaek, Miller, 19 St. Augustine’s-parade, Bristol; any Wednes- 

r,iltol, 

——, JONATHAN, & RicHarD Deane, Merchants, Liverpool. Tenth, 

Turner, 53 South John-st., Liverpool ; any Wednesday, il to 2. 
ag Joan, Ejay ig Rhymney. Div. 4s. 4d. Miller, 19 St. Augustine’s- 
parade, ol; any Wednesday, 11 to 1. 

Paxsons, Georce, Ironmonger, Oakhill. Div. 3s. 11d. Miller, 19 St. 

Augustine’s-parade, Bristol; any Wednesday, 11 to 1. 
Fruway, June 4, 1858, 


Cauristre, Joun, Iron Founder, Accrington. artes 8d. Hernaman, 
69 Princess-st., Manchester ; any Tuesday, 10 tol 

ba» gag be ay Fagg ot late of Fosbrook, now of Norbury, Derby- 

shire. Second, ls, larris, Middle- vement, Nottingham ; June 7. 

or three following Mondays, 11 to 3. - é 


JELLEY, Francis, jun., Brewer, Stamford. First, 2s. 9d. Harris, Middle- 
pavement, Nottingham ; June 7, or three following Mondays, 11 to 3. 
‘Kuve, James, Commission Agent, Manchester. First, 6s. Hernaman 

69 Princess-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 10 to 1. pie : 
Pratt, —— Stater, & Henry Sctcuiere, Manufacturers, Manchester. 
om 3s. 9d. Hernaman, 69 Princess-st., Manchester ; “ar Santen, 


Woop, Joszru, Timber Merchant, Salford. First, 9s, Hernaman, 69 
Princess-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 10tol. 
CERTIFICATES, 
‘To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
yopeayte. 1858. 


Bonrtiwox, Atexanper, & Grorc-ARrnoLp-Gustavy Esser, Merchants, 
Liverpool (Bohbtlingk & Ge) June 22, at 12; Liverpool. 


— , Wrexham, Denbighshire. June 24,ati1; Liver- 
Lavr, Josurn, Merchant, 29 Jewry-st., Aldgate. June 23, et 11.30; Ba- 





‘Lone, Ourvan, Manufacturer, 58 King William-st, June 24, at 11; Be | 


Gemevt, Line, & Cake Manni turer. June 24, at 11.905 Basinghall’ 


ses Mannan’ Gian oii Forest of Dean, em et 
Dover, Grocer, June 23, at 1,30; Basinghall-st. 


Pierce, JOHN, r-lane, and 54 Liteot Vie 
Bishopsgate, and abd blarthscareray 48 Cemat-s, 


June 23, at 2; Basinghall. 

Ratrray, THomas, Imaenger, 18 Bedford-pl., Commercial-rd, East, 
June 23, at 2; Basinghall 

Ricuarpson, CHap -FIsHER, venies late of Church-st., Stoke Newing- 
ton, now of 8 Mildmay-villas, Stoke Newington, out of Dusiness. June 
23, at 1; Basinghall-st. - 

Syrep, James, Nursery Seedsman, ew a Nt North-st., Red- hill, 

Reigate. June 21; at 12.30; Basinghall 

ToLporrH, Matutas, Merchant, 40 ee trading in co-partner- 
ship with Hans Toldorph, at present a prisoner in the Queen’s Bench. 
June 24, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Wrixins, James, Draper, Ketley, Wellington, Salop. June 25, at 10; Bir- 
mingham. 

Faay, Jene 4, 1858, . 

Aun, Sreruen, & Henry Jonas Surra, Merchants, Mark-lane-chambers, 
Mark-lane. On applon. of H. J. Smith, June 25, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Curcxen, WituraM, Licensed — Ironbridge-tavern, Barking-; 
Bromley. June 25, at 1; Basinghall 

CrossLey, WittiaM, & GroncE rere Cotton neon Hphnete, Elland, York- 
shire. June 25, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds, 

Fox, Geoace, Ironmonger, Kew-green, Kew. June 25, at 11.30; Basing- 
hall-st 


Ganpyae, Wittiam, Miller, Birmingham. July 5, at 11.30; Birmingham. 

Lenney, Thomas, Manufactuter of Boots and Shoes, North Shields. June 
28, at 11; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

‘Mrtner, Cuances, Tobacconist, 94 Cannon-st. June 28, at 11.30; Basing- 
hall-st. 

Petuam, Georce Browne, Builder, 11 Albert-st., Camden Town, June 25, 
at 11.30; Basinghall-st. 

PrircwarD, WILLIAM, Stationer, Carnarvon. June 30, at 11; Liverpool. 

Smppen, THomas, Coal Merchant, Rochester. June 25, at 11; Basinghall-st, 

Sree, James, Trader, Liverpool. June 25, at 11; Liverpool. 

Trey, DanteL, Builder, 19 Buckland-crescent, Belsize, St. John’s-wood, 
and 50 Queen’s-gardens, Bayswater. June 25, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

Warnwatcat, Tuomas, Cattle Salesman, Dunham-o’-th'-Hill, Cheshire. 
June 25 .at 11; Liverpool. 

Wates, Epwarp. Coal & Ironstone Master, Cobridge, Burslem, Stafford- 
shire (Edward Wales & Co.) July 5, at 11.30; Birmingham. 


To be DELIVERED, unless AprpEAL be duly entered. 
Torspay, June 1, 1858. 
Bett, Epwarp (Bell & Co.), Ship Chandler, 23 Wapping Wall, Wapping. 
May 25, 2nd class. 
Coorer, Tomas Bruce, Builder, Yorkpl., Old Kent-rd. May 26, 3rd 
class 


Epwarps, Tuomas, Cabinet Maker, Thomas-st., and Riga-st., Manchester. 
May 21, 2nd class. 
Goopwin, G Woollen Merchant, Manchester. May 22, 3rd class; 
after a suspension of 6 mos. from Nov. 20, 1857. 
Knicut, Joun, Brickmaker, Beoley, Worcestershire. May 28, 2nd class. 
meee, eM, Cordage Manufacturer, Northwich, Cheshire. May 26, 
class. 





Satter, James, otherwise Suanman, Blacksmith, Wortham, Suffolk. May 
19, 3rd class, to be suspended for 6 mos. 

Scorr, Henry, Draper, ‘Elsworth, Cambridgeshire. May 19, 2nd class; 
to be suspended for 6 mos. 

Smyra, Epwarp, Draper, 11 Castle-sq., Swansea. May 26, 3rd class; after 
a suspension of 2 years, 

Tayior, WiLtiaM, sen., WILLIAM TaYLor, jun., & Hewry Tayior, Linen 
Manufacturers, Barnsley , Yorkshire. May 25, 2nd class; to W. Taylor, 
sen., and i Ta Taylor ; pee 3rd class, to W. Taylor, jun., subject to a sus- 
pension of 12 mos. 


Fruway, June 4, 1858. 

Aten, Srepuen, & Henry Jonas Smira, Merchants, Mark-lane chambers, 
Mark-lane. May 28, Ist class, to 8. Allen. 

CHANDLER, James, Innkeeper, Stroud, Gloucestershire. June 1, 3rd class. 

FEegnanpes, Manco, rter of a ae, Sand, 2 Devonshire-sq., Bishops- 
gate, formerly of 3 31 H Baby Linen Maker. May 28, 3rd class. 

Francis, Joun Spencer, Baker, late of Great Waltham, Essex, then of 
Wethersfield. now of Castle Hedingham, Innkeeper. May 28, 2nd class. 

Hoaues, Davin. Grocer, Tredegar, Menmonthishtre. June 1, 3rd class. 

Lewis, Davip James, Boot and Shoe Maker, Cardiff. June 1, 3rd class. 

Manpetsaum, Davip, Importer of Foreign Goods, 12 and 13 Minories. 
May 28, 3rd class. 

Pavitt, Witt1aM, & Dantet Pavitt, 30 Alfred-st., Bow-rd., and GrorcE 
Pavitt, Myddleton-rd., -rd., carrying on business A 247 Wap- 
ping, and 24 Mark-lane, as Millers. May 24, 3rd class, to be 

for 6 mos. from Ap. 29. 

Peters, Taomas, Grocer, Llanvabon and Cwmbach, Glamorganshire, @ls0 

of Mountain Ash. June 1, 3rd class, 
1x, CaaRLes, Common Brewer, Ruabon, DenPighshire. June 2, 2nd 


Tuomas, Joan, Iron Founder, Strood, Rochester. May 28, 3nd class. 
Wuson, J Chandler, Li 
i ih Gat aia (Wt, ws boo) hors) 
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Assignments for Benefit of Creditars, 


en eh June 1, 1858. 


tors to execute before ‘Aug. 3. Sols. Davis & Fry, Shannon-ct., 
Epwaaps, Davin, Sieians pe tage Liansaintffraid, Cwmtoyddwr, 
y Trustees, R. Jones, Farmer, Lianerchfallen, 
Brecon ; H. Thomas, Relieving Officer, Rhayader, Radnorshire ; J. Breeze, 
stall » Lod St. Harmon, ; W. Ducas, Farmer, Glynn, 
on Vaated Farmer, Treheslog, Cwmtoyddwr, Radnor- 
ahead 

Trustees, D. 


Lineolnshire. May 
sera: yen heameme Yculphame, South 





Jonzs, gg nally Wuams nog th eg ‘Nooshen, Gloucestershire- 


May 4. Trustee, J. Karn, Innkeeper, Newnham. Sol. Smallridge, 

Gloucester. 

Paruirs, Epwin, Agricultural Implement Dealer, Monmouth. May 10. 
W. Dukes, Farmer, Skenfreth, Monmouthshire; J. Lewis 

Miller, Garway, Herefordshire. Creditors to execute before June 11. 

Sol. Norton, onmouth. 


Tere, Joun, Grocer, 36 Wilstead-st., Somers-town, Middlesex. May 
Trustee, F. Bellenger, Wholesale "Grocer, Queen-st. Sols. Wilde, 

om Humphry, & Wilde, 21 College-hill. 
TRENCHARD, GeorGe, Grocer, Maiden Newton, Dorset. 
J. Hayne, Merchant, Fordington, Dorset; J. 


. Sym » Dorchester, 


May 11. Trustees, 
T. Shorto, Gent., Dor- 


Fray, June 4, 1858. 


Getim 2 Tenter-st., Goodman’s-fields, Middlesex. 
Ellis, Woollen Manufacturer, Ossett, Yorkshire ; 


6 itors to execute before 

. Sol. Cooke, 30 King-st., Cheapside. 
Auten, Jonn Epwanrps, Sh r, Swansea, Glamorganshire. May 21. 
Trustees, W. G. Eggar, J. Crook, Warehousemen, Bristol. Cre- 
— to execute before a 1 Sols. Bevan & Girling, 3 Small-st., 


¥, James, Furniture Broker, St. Helen’s, Lancashire. May 21. 
» Gent., Le yoy near St. Helen’s; R. Butler, Auc- 
tioneer, St. Helen's. Creditors to execute before Sept. 1, Sol. John 
Ansdeli, Market-st., St. Helen's. 
Epwarps, Humpurey, Carpenter, Aberdare, Glamorganshire. May 13. 
, W. Alexander, Timber Merchant, Cardiff; T. 8. ay Flour 
Merchant, Llandaff, Glamorganshire. Sols. Morgan & Smit , Cannon- 
st., Aberdare. 
Laptey, Caarzes, Farmer, Goulceby, Lincolnshire. May 27. Trustees, 
R, Taylor Farmer, ee Bye , East Riding; M. Clark, Farmer, Leg- 
, Lincolnshire ; D. Martin, Farmer, ‘ainfleet, St. Mary’s, Lin- 
Woate. Sols. Ingoldby & Bell, Louth. 
Moon, Witt1am Henry, Dealer in Toys, 22 Islington, Liverpool. May 29. 
ig €. D. Smithy Brush Manufacturer, 11 South-villa, Wandsworth- 
rd., Surrey ; A. W. Newman, Commercial "Traveller, 6 Brunswick-ter., 
Stretford, near Manchester. Sol. Chilton, 8 Dale-st., Liverpool. 
Parker, Frepertcx Henry, Wine Merchant, Bristol, and Joan BaLspon, 


Wine Merchant, Bristol. May 31. Trustees, R. Henderson, Wine Mer- 
ig London; T. Cairncross, Banker, Bristol. Sol. Prichard, 12 Corn- 
, Bristol. 


Wi1t14m, Contractor, Tredegar, Monmouthshire. May8. Trus- 

. Powell, Farmer, Pantscallog Farm, Dowlais, Merthyr Tyan ; Ww. 

Sekine, Ha: ay Beer, Merthyr Tydfil. Creditors to execute before June 8. 
Sol. Smith, Tydfil. 


Professional Partnership Wissolbed. 
Fripay, June 4, 1858, 

Oversury, NatHantEt, & Richarp Peek, Attorneys & ‘Solicitors, 4 Fre- 
derick’s-pl., Old Jewry ; by mutual consent, Fel, 14. 

Taearp, Jonn ApaMs, Tuomas TILLEARD, & DANIEL ALEXANDER FREE- 
MAN, and the 
neys & Solicitors, 34 Old Jewry, has been dissolved, Jon hae Bi 

lewry, n n 
leard & Daniel Alexander Freeman having retired. ‘June 1 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery, 
iad te June \, 1858. 


Balls-pond, Middlesex (who 
C. Kindersley. Last Day for 


Ee Sept, | si). Gren daons. Frooties V 


ae eee, , Gent., Grove-villas, Loughborough-rd., Brixton 
(who did in ati Re The Estate of Larchin, jun., Larchin v. 


for Proof, June 22. 
te om , Spinster, late of Rotherham, Yorkshire (who died "in 


Triston v. Mellor, V. C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, 
sar amy Gen, at late of vit Hopemern, Rechinghaa | Sussex (who died in 
Ge’. Pay are * pp, Widow ; pp, Widow, v. Snepp. 
Warraata, Emity ANNE Bumwere 

ns Westmeath (who died on Jan. 21, 


ts Thomas Joh 
entitled to thare in a bequest o 3, B Ayres £6 
«Rag t ,80 Now Gna Dre Deferred Bonds, made by her for their 


ieiicdane Faway, June 4, 1858, 
died in} . 
tale Pe ea eae fete et Siem, 1857) 


ABETH, Marchioness of, late wife 


Re Aston’s 








Benuare, Land, abs Benseee Mixes Taomas, Careton, Yorkshire (who 
died in August, 1854). Beaumont ve. Beaumont, V. C. Stuart. Last Day 
Sor Proof, June 9. 


BromeapD, RicuarD, Woollen Yarn and Flock 


Manufacturer, Painswick, 
Gloucestershire — ms on March 18, ‘vgn Holmes v. Bidmead, 5 
C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, June 30. ; 


BucHanan, James, Gent., Gloucester oe died in Dec., 1839). Buchanan 
v. Buchanan, M. R. Last Day for Proof, Jane 28. . 

Forpuam, Ricsarp, Grocer, East Peckham, Kent (who died in March, 
1858). Field v. Fordham, M. R. Last Day for Proof, July 1, for creditors 
whose debts exceed £10. 

Gasu, Taowas, Distiller, 26 speapie<. (who died in Lm Ane 1854). Gash 
v. Ashcombe, V. C. W: Wood. Last Day for Proof, June 

Hussersty, Henry, Corn Merchant, nae peer (who died in 
Oct., 1857). Howle v. Hubbersly, M. R. Last Day for Proof, June 30. 

Morray, James, Northumberland-place, North Shields (who died in April, 
1857). Fenwick v. Gillespie, M. R. Last Day for Proof, July 1. 

VANDERPLANK, Samust, Esq., 54 Bartholomew-close and ° 
Northamptonshire (who died on Jan. 4, 1858). Shadbolt v. Vi 
M.R. Last Day for Proof, June 28. 

Wenn, Ricuarp, Carpenter, Worstead, Norfolk (who died on Sept. 23» 
1857). Wennv. Wenn, M.R. Last Day for Proof, June 30. 

Winsoit, Mrs. Mary, Widow, Budleigh Salterton, Devon (who died in 
Aug., 1855). Winbolt ». Keely, V. C. Kindersley. ast day for Proof, 
July 13. 


Ginding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Tursbay, June 1, 1858. 
UNuIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 


NoRTHUMBERLAND AND Durnam Distzict Bangxtnc Company.—V..C. 
Kindersley,on May 18, peremptorily ordered that a call of £35 per share, 
in addition to the call of £5 per share made by the voluntary liquidators 
on Jan. 26, be made on all the contributories in the list at present 
settled ; that each contributory, on June 9, at 11, at the head office 
the Company, Grey-st., Newcas etle-on-Tyne, a Ach to the official liq 
the balance, if any, which shall be due from him after debiting his 
count in the Company’s books with such calls. 


LimiTeD, IN BaNkRUPtcy. 


Nationat Deoporizixe Manure ComPaNyY (LimiTED).—Mr. Com. Goul- 
burn has appointed Jun» !7, at 11, at the Court of Bankruptcy, Basing- 
hall-st., for settling the li:t of contributories. 


Fawar, June 4, 1858. 


Un” MITED, IN CHANCERY. 
Davrope Copper Mintne Company.—The Master of the Rolls 
Jnne 14, at 2, at his Chambers, to proceed to make a 
share on all the contributories 


Era Assurance Soctety.—V. C. Wood doth order that this Company be 
absolutely dissolved, as from May 29, and wound up. 

Hutt & Lonpon Lire Assurance Company, and Hutt & Lonpon Fime 
Assurance Company.—The Master of the Rolls will, at his Chambers, 
on June 14, at 12, proceed to make a call on all the contributories of 
these Companies, at the date of the Winding-up Orders, respectively, for 
£1 10s, per share. 

Papiaam ComMeErciaL Company.—A Petition for the dissolution and winding- 
up of this Company was, on June 1, presented to the Lord Chancellor by 


i 


on 
of 10s, per 


Robert Hartley, Weaver, Bank Top, within Padiham, Lancashire, and 
William Stevenson, Miner, formerly of Moor-lane, Padiham, but now of 
Habergham Faves, Innkeeper, which will be heard before V. C. Kin- 
dersley, on June 11. Johnson, Weatherall, & Sons, Solicitors for the Peti- 
tioners, 7 King’s Bench-walk, Temple. 
LIMITED, IN BANKRUPTCY. 
West Ham DistitLery Company, LIMITED.—By an Order of the Court of 


Bankruptcy, dated May 18, it was peremptorily ordered that a Call of 
£10 per share be made upon all the contribatories settled upon the list, and 
that they pay the same to Mr. William a ean Official Liquidator, 
at his office, 2 Basinghall-st., on or before June 1 


Scotch Sequestrations. 
TuEspDaY, June 1, 1858. 
Kay, Davin, Writer, London-rd., Kilmarnock, now deceased. June 12, at 
12; Black Bull-inn, Kilmarnock. Seg. May 29. 
Spence, ANDREW, juy., Ship Owner and Potato Merchant, Broughton- 
ferry, Dundee. June 10, 12; British-' » Dundee, Seg. May 28. 


Farmar, June 4, 1958. 


Bropre, ALEXANDER, sometimes called Brorpe, Saddler, Broxburn, 
deceased. June 14, at 12; Town-house, Dunbar. Seq. May 31. 
Buzns, Rosert, Grocer, Stonehouse, Lanarkshire, now abroad. June 
11, at 3; Bruce-arms-inn, Hamilton ton (Walker's), Hamilton, Seq. May 31. 
Carey, Joun Witson, Cabinet Maker, Ganges. June 9, at 12; Faculty- 
hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. May 29. 
Coorer, WittiaMm, Dealer in Stocks and ame, sometime of Essex-st., 
boyy now residing in Trinity-crescent, Trinity, near Edinburgh. June 
9, at 2; Cay & Black’s-rooms, 65 George-st., Edinburgh. Seg. June }. 
Coransgs, Wir11aM (William Cuthbert & Co.), Ship's Broker, aa 
and Greenock. June 8, at 12; Queen’s-hotel, George-sq., 
Seq. May 31. 
Dunoan, James, & James M‘Cott, Joiners, Rothesay, June 12, at 12; 
Blue-arms-hotel, Rothesay. Seg. May 29. 


Dunbar, 


@nson, Joun, Sunnyside, Coatbridge, & Rosert Rem, Coatbridge, 
— June 11, at 12; Poculiechell, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. 
Suaw, THomas, now or of the Particular 
Register of Baaince 452 the ectunty of File: sume i at 2; Tontine-hotel, 
Cupar, Seg. June 2. 





THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Jone 5, 1888, 








UNITED LAW CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


PATRONS. 
The Lord High Chancellor. The Vice-Chancellor Sir R. T. Kin- 
Lord Lyndhurst. dersley. 
Lord St. Leonards. The Vice-Chancellor Sir John Stuart. 
Lord Cranworth. The Vice-Chancellor Sir W. P. Wood. 
Lord Wensleydale. The Judge of the Court of Probate. 
The Master of the Rolls. The Queen’s Advocate-General. 


The Attorney-General. 

The Solicitor-General. 

The Benchers of Lincoln's Inn. 

The Benchers of the Inner Temple. 
The Benchers of the Middle Temple. 
The Benchers of Gray’s Inn. 
TRUSTEES. 


Edward Smith Bigg, Esq. | Keith Barnes, Esq. 
John William Willcock, Esq., Q.C. | 
HE TWENTY-SIX TH ANNIVERSARY 
DINNER will take place at the FREEMASONS’ TAVERN, GREAT 
QUEEN STREET, on THURSDAY, the 24th day of JUNE, 1858, 
The Hon. Mr, BARON BRAMWELL, in the CHAIR. 


The Lord Justices of Appeal. 

The Justices of the Queen's Bench. 
The Justices of the Common Pleas. 
The Barons of the Exchequer. 

The Right Hon. Sir John Patteson. 





STEWARDS. 
Mr. James Allberry. Mr. John Martin. 
Mr. C. G. Dent. Mr. D. Milne. 
Mr. W. R: Ives. Mr. W. Peters. 
Mr. W. E. Jones. | Mr. J. P. Poncione. 
Mr. S. W. King. Mr. C. Wicksteed. 


Dinner on Table at Six o’clock precisely. The Vocal Department under 
the direction of Mr. Donald King. Tickets, One Guinea each. 
HARRY G. ROGERS, Sec. 





((OMMERCIAL BANKING COMPANY of 

SYDNEY, NEW SOUTH WALES.—LETTERS of CREDIT upon 
the above Bank will be granted by the London Joint-Stock Bank, at the 
rate of one-half per cent. premium. 


AMILY ENDOWMEN T LIFE ASSURANCE 

and ANNUITY SOCIETY. Empowered by Special Act of Parlia- 

ment. Chief Office, 12, Chatham-place, Blackfriars, London, E.C. Sub- 

scribed Capital—Half a Million Sterling, with an Annual Income of Sixty 

Thousand Pounds, and an Accumulated Premium Fund of Two Hundred 
Thousand Pounds. 

Chairman—Jonn FULLER, Esq., Somerset-place. 
Deputy-Chairman—Lieut.-Col. H. B .Henperson, H.E.LC.S., 
Spring Grove, Hounslow. 

Person’ about to assure are invited to examine the peculiar features of 





society, 

By the introduction of an important principle, provision has been made 
whereby a policy holder of three years’ standing can continue his policy 
even though he should be unable to pay the premium. 

Loans granted on approved securities combined with life assurance. 

Prospectuses, forms of proposal, and every information may be obtained 
(post free) on application to the Secretary at the Chief Office, to whom ap- 
plications for vacant agencies may be addressed. 

EDWIN H. GALSWORTHY, Actuary. 
JOHN CAZENOVE, Secretary. 





REVERSIONS AND ANNUITIES 


 Funed REVERSIONARY INTEREST SOCIETY, 
68, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
Cuarnrman—Russell Gurney, Esq., Q.C., Recorder ef London. 
Deputy-Cuatnman—Nassau W. Senior, Esq., late Master in Chancery. 
Reversions and Life Interests purchased. Immediate and Deferred 
Annuities granted in exchange for Reversionary and Contingent Interests. 
Annuities, Immediate, Deferred, and Contingent, and also Endowments, 
granted on favourable terms. 
Prospectuses and Forms of Proposal, and all further information, may 


be had at the Office. 
C. B. CLABON, Secretary. 


HE ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE. 
Incorporated a. p. 1720, by Charter of King George the First, and 
confirmed by Special Acts of Parliament. 
Chief Office, Royal Exchange, London; Branch, 29, Pall Mall. 
OCTAVIUS WIGRAM, Ese.—Governor. 
GEORGE PEARKES BARCLAY, Ese.—Sub-Governor. 
SIR JOHN WILLIAM LUBBOCK, Barr.—Deputy-Governor. 


Free, Lire, and Marine AssURANCEs may be effected with this Corpora- 
tion on advantageous terms. 

Life Assurances are granted with, or without, participation in Profits; in 
the latter case at reduced rates of Premium 

Any sum not exceeding £15,000 may be assured on the same Life, 

The Reversionary Bonus on British Policies has averaged 48 per cent. 
upon the Premiums paid, or very nearly 2 per cent. per annum upon the 
sum assured. 

The future divisions of Profit will take om every Five Years. 

The Expenses of Management, being divided between the different 
branches, are spread over a larger amount of business than that transacted 
by any other office. The charge upon each Policy is thereby so much 
reduced as to account for the magnitude of the Bonus which has been 
declared, and to afford a probability that a similar rate will be maintained 
at future divisions. 

This Corporation affords to the Assured a liberal pa tion in oe 
with exemption under Royal Charter from the liabilities “aot partnersh' 
rate of Bonus equal to the average returns of Mutual Societies, wi 
guarantee, not afforded by them, vl nN large invested Capital Stock ; the 
advantages of modern practice, wii th the security of an Office whose 
halt. 





haye been tested by the experience of nearly a century and a 


HeSbaer, REVERSIONARY INTEREST 


SOCIETY, 10, Lancaster- —Persons desirous 
Property, tatevouts, and Ede Rattaee ot ae 
Lesa may Go ob tt th Oe oo arrentia: OA for the full value, without 
the mon expense, and uncertainty of an Auction. 
Forms of Proposal Ee eee toe Hardy, the 
Actuary of the Society, ee ae ag Royal Exchepes 
, 
F. 8. CLAYTON, | Joint Secretaries 





HE ESTATES GAZETTE and INVESTMENT 
RECORD. A Paper devoted to the Sale of Land, Mansions, Advowsons, 
&c., by Public Auction or Private Contract, and | Farms, &c., to let through- 
out ‘the Kingdom. The attention of Solicitors, and all persons interested in 
the transfer or le’ of Land, is particularly airected to Yo this Paper, which 
contains the partic adun every eperty & e market, also the 
result of all Public Sales. “ Estates Gazette” is 
Ist and 15th of each Month. Annual Subscription, 12s. ; 
7d. (stamped). Advertisements received at the Office of the “ Estates 
Gazette,” 77, Fleet-street, London, 


SOUTH LANCASHIRE.—Bold'Estates.—Magnificent Freehold and Manoria 
Domain, comprising 5,798 acres of highly valuable and constantly im- 
proving Land, with Noble Mansion, extensive Parks and hal gy 
Three Manors, valuable Collieries, Inns, Mills, Nursery G 
Sear Cen Brick and Tile Works, Potter's Clay, and rich Beds or Bae of 
Cannel, and other Ppp pe gamed under nearly 6,500 acres.— 
Rental upwards of £12, 
ESSRS. GLOWES and FLOWERORW have 
received instructions from HENRY HOGHTON, Esq., to SELL by 
PUBLIC AUCTION at the MART, LONDON, on THURSDAY, ‘he 29th of 
July, 1858, in One Lot, atthe w or minimum price of ,000. ‘Theexten- 
sive and highly a FREEHOLD and MANORIAL ESTATES of BOLD, 
within four miles of Warrington, twelve of Liverpool, and eighteen of 
Manchester, extending, almost in a ring fence, over nearly the entire town- 
ship of Bold, and into those of Burtonwood and Sutton, where some 
portions become closely intermixed with the extensive suburbs of the im- 
portant and thriving Town of St. Helen’s. The Mansion isa noble and sub- 








seated upon a gentle el th » commanding fine 
views of the adjacent country, and immediately surrounded by its nume- 
rous well-arranged Farms, on which a very heavy outlay has recently 
been incurred in the perfection of a thorough geal of sub-soil 

and the erection of many new and substantial farm buildings, upon 
most complete scale of modern pe agg which, with rye Mills, 
Inns, Nursery Grounds, small holdings, and the estimated rental. of the 


greatly increased, and every facility and inducement exist for the 
development of the vast mineral wealth comprised wii 
this noble property. The Estates are intersected by the London and North- 
Western and St. Helep’s Railways, upon which they possess no 
six railway stations, and command frontages of many miles in extent, as 
well as upon the great yn nga traversing the property, and present 
advantages for building and other purposes rarely to be met with. 

The above Estates being wholl ily unincumbered, one-half the purchase- 
money may remain on mortgage of the property. 

Particulars (2s. 6d. each) may be had of Messrs. Rowson & Cross, Soli- 
citors, Prescot; Mr. A. Bannerman, Agent’s Office, Bold—and Chorley; 
Messrs. Boone, "Booksellers, 29, New Bond-street, and at the Mart, London; 
or will be posted on application to Messrs. Clowes & Flowerdew, Land 
Agents, Norwich. 


OUTH LANCASHIRE.—BOLD ESTATES.— 
By desire of the be te roi it is hereby intimated, that the under- 
signed are the only auth Agents for their disposal :— 
ROWSON & CROSS, Solicitors, Prescot. 
ALEXANDER BANNERMAN “pha Agent’s Office, Bold—and Chorley. 
CLOWES & FLOWERDEW, Land Agents, Norwich. 
Bold—Agent’s Office, June 1, 1858, 


es. —- capes cos tek ap pe teiger pods Premises 
situate near the Royal Exc’ and Oppo- 
site the East India House 
ESSRS. BEADEL and SONS are instructed to 
SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, on TUESDAY, JUNE 8, at 
TWELVE, in One Lot, an exceedingly valuable and important FREEHOLD FREEHOLD 
PROPERTY, comprising the brick-built premises, most 
situate, and known as No. ei. Leadenhall-street, in the occu} “cup e 
Messrs. Butters, Gordon, and Yeatman, at rents amounting to ne East 
annum. The situation of these valuable Ly aca! eed 
India House, within a short distance of the Saat 
and in one of the leading thoroughfares ts tee the "arto te Mp im 
them eligible either for business or as a secure investment’ 
self being in an advantageous situation for the erection of tabstantial 
class monnenens or offices. 
be obtained of Messrs. W: 


may ordsworth, Greathead, and 
Blake, Solicitors, th Sea House, Threadneedle-street; at the Mart; and 
of Messrs. Beadel & Sons, 25, Gresham-street, E.C. 


FEE FARM RENTS, arising from Property in Suffolk. 


ESSRS. BEADEL and SONS have received in- 
structions to —) b AUCTION, at the MART, BARTSOLONEY 
LANE, LONDON, on JUNE 8, at TWELVE , in One Lot, 
HREE undivided FOURTH H PARTS or SHARES of and in all that 
ANNUAL or FEE FARM RENT of £25 “, 14., lesning ons of the Manor 


E 
ge8 











and of Messrs, Beadel & 25, Gresham-street, 





JOHN A. HIGHAM, Actuary and Secretary. 


Stoke College. 
Particulars may be obtained of Henry Esq., Solicitor, Onger, 
Essex; at the Mart ; 
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CRIBERS’ COPIES CAN BE BOUND ON THE FOLLOWING 

seRMS:—THe JOURNAL anp REPORTER, 1n sepa- 

RATE VOLUMES, CLOTH, 2s, 6d. PER VOLUME; HALF CALF, 

4s. 6d. PER VOLUME, CLOTH COVERS FOR BINDING CAN BE 

SUPPLIED AT ls. 3d. EACH. 'THE TWO SENT FREE BY POST 

FOR 36 STAMPS, READING CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 

FOR A YEAR ARE NOW READY, 3s. 6d. BACH.—ORDERS 

TO BE SENT TO THE PUBLISHER. 

4, COMPLETE INDEX OF THE CURRENT VOLUME 18 NOW 
OPEN FOR REFERENCE, AT THE PUBLISHING OFFICE, 
FREE OF CHARGE. THE INDEX WILL BE REGULARLY 
MADE UP AS EACH SUCCESSIVE NUMBER APPEARS. 

We cannot notice any communication unless accompanied by the 
name and address of the writer. 

Advertisements can be received at the Office until six o'clock on 
Friday evening. 

Numerous complaints having been made by gentlemen who have 
either had great difficulty in procuring the Soticrtors’ Jour- 
NAL, or to whom tt has been supplied very irregularly, we beg to 
inform our readers and the Profession, that it is published at 7 
o'clock on Saturday morning, and may usually be procured by 
the News Agents at that hour. Our own provincial Subscribers 
are supplied by the morning mails, and the town delivery is com- 
pleted in the course of the morning. /tis particularly requested, 
therefore, that complaints referring to irregularities uf this 
kind may be forwarded to the Publisher, and, in case they should 
continue, he will be happy to forward the Journal direct from 
the Office. 

In the paper of the Juridical Society in our last number, p. 629, 
col. 2, there has been an unfortunate transposition:—line 8 
should have preceded line 6. 
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THE PRESS AND THE LAW OF LIBEL. 


We have never yielded to the clamour of a certain 
= of the press for exemption {rom all responsibi- 
ity for libels which they may be the means of circulat- 
ing. But while we desire no alteration in the principles 
of the law, we do think it a matter of great importance 
that the application of those principles should be settled 
on such a basis as to enable journalists to know what 
they may safely print, and to free them from liability in 
cases where they do not exceed their duty. As a general 
tule, it is undoubtedly desirable that correct and impar- 
tial reports of proceedings in open courts of justice 
be given in the press. As has been well said, the 
printing of such reports is only an extension of the area 
of the Court. If the fifty or one hundred spectators 
who choose to attend are properly admitted as a guaran- 
tee for the fairness of proceedings in courts of justice, 
is no reason why the rest of the world should not 
equally be informed of what has taken place. It is im- 
possible to contend in the same breath that a Court 
ought to be public, and yet that the publication of its 
proceedings is improper. Almost all such proceedin 
are of necessity libellous, and it would be most unfair 
to encourage editors to print reports without conferring 
x them privilege against an action for libel. We 
it, therefore, to be clear that the publication of fair 
Teports of what pens in a Court open to the public 
ought to be privi eged. ‘The recent decision of the Court 
of Queen’s Bench in the case of the Daily Telegraph 
Very nearly carried the law to this extent. 
For a long time it was doubted whether there was any 
such et ivilege in any case. But many authorities have 
hed it when the proceeding takes place in a 
Court which exercises jurisdiction of a final character, 
b+, final not in the sense of being free from appeal, but 
%8 distinguished from mere ex parte and preliminary in- 
Yestigations. This doctrine was even extended in 


that decision has now been fully approved by the 
judgment which has just been given. 

But the question has long been open, whether a report 
of proceedings in a police court was privileged. Duncan 
v. Thwaites G3 B. & C. 556) has been up to the present 
time the leading decision. There it was held that to 
publish the result of a police investigation without any 
details of evidence, or any comments of the reporter, 
was justifiable, but that if the inquiry resulted 
in a committal for trial, the publication either of 
evidence or comments would not be privileged. This 
decision is open to the observation, that if the evidence 
ought not to be printed in the newspapers, neither ought 
it to be heard by the public; and it brings us back to the 
only safe principle, that if the Court, whether by force 
of law or by the discretion of the judge, is in fact an 
open one, the printing of a fair report of what takes 
P ace ought not to. expose a newspaper to an action for 
ibel. The Court of Queen’s Bench, without directly 
overruling the doctrine of Duncan v. Thwaites, has 
branded it with observations that will sooner or later 
consign it to the limbo of reversed decisions. Lord 
Campbell points out that the report in that case did 
contain defamatory comments, and that the decision 
might therefore be upheld consistently with the repudi- 
ation of the grounds on which it seemed to rest. This 
is the received method of undermining a judgment. too 
firmly established to be overthrown by an assault. In 
some future judgment the mines so carefully prepared 
will doubtless be sprung. But it was not necessary.to 
take so bold a course as to overrule at once a judgment 
which had long been respected. In Duncan v. Thwaites 
the inquiry ended in a committal. In the case reported 
by the ily Telegraph, the result was an acquittal. 
The Court eagerly caught at the distinction, and 
held that, where there were no ulterior proceedings to 
be prejudiced, an impartial and correct report is pri- 
vileged ; and this although it enters into details of evi- 
dence, provided there is no unfair suppression, and no 
libellous comment on the authority of the reporter. 
But Lord Campbell, though expressly reserving his 
opinion in cases which ended in a committal, has pre- 
pared the way for the full extension of the privilege to 
all fair reports. Nothing can be more pointed than his 
observations in favour of the utility of police reports, 
published from day to day during the pendency of an 
inquiry, of which no editor can possibly know whether 
it will end in sending the prisoner home or consigning 
him to the Old Bailey. His Lordship cites with ap- 
probation the opinion of the late Lord Denman, that 
such publications are extremely useful for the detection 
of guilt, and not seriously injurious to the accused, if 
at» innocent. One part of these observations is ex- 
tremely pertinent, viz. that, without any publication, the 
statements made in open court will find their way, pro- 
bably in an exaggerated form, to the ears of all persons 
whose good opinion is important to the person assailed. 
Indeed, the real question is concluded when once it is 
admitted that police magistrates are right in conducting 
their examinations, as a general rule, in public. If that 
is, upon the whole, the fairest and the best course, it is 

hard to say that the exemption of the journalist, who 
merely enlarges the area of the Court, should depend on 
the decision which the magistrate my pronounce. 

That the ultimate doctrine of the Courts will be 
placed on the footing to which Lord Campbell's judg- 
ment points we have very little doubt. Meanwhile it is 
not absolutely safe to print police reports until after it 
has been found that the charges made cannot be sub- 
stantiated. In every case, too, it is essential that the 
reporter should abstain from anything like comments of 
his own. This exception from the privilege was well 
illustrated in the decision to which we have been refer- 
ring. One portion of the series of reports which were 
the subject of the action contained a reference to some 





Currie v. Walter (1 B. & P. 523) so far as to embrace an 
ex parte cation for a rule nist made in the Court of 
Queen's , and, after some fluctuation of opinion, 
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other apap. which had been initiated by the accused 
in relation to the same matter, and the reporter took 












a A a 


658 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Tone 12, 1868, 








upon himself to say that the evidence adduced on that 
occasion against the plaintiff entirely negatived his 5 A 
Lord Campbell pronounced this statement to be whol 

unjustifiable, and laid down the wholesome doctrine that 
where a report of law proceedings has mixed up with it 
commentaries reflecting upon any of the parties whose 
names ap in it, the report entirely loses the privi- 


lege which it might otherwise claim. On this ground a 
verdict was entered for the plaintiff on one count, but, 
under the circumstances, only with 1s. . 

This judgment, though it has not completed the law 
of the subject, must be regarded as an important step 
towards the final settlement of a question which has been 
too long undecided. 


ea eneetiltalereremetie an 
TRANSFER OF LAND IN IRELAND. 


The discussions upon the Bill now before Parliament 
for the establishment in Ireland of the Landed Estates 
Court deserve to be attentively considered, inasmuch as 
we may trace in them the progress and effects of a course 
of legislation which may ibly be extended at some 
future time to England. Indeed, at this moment, Lord 
Cranworth’s Bill tor giving to the Court of Chancery, in 
certain cases, powers analogous to those exercised by the 
Irish Incumbered Estates Court is actually before the 
House of Commons; but, in our opinion, there is great 
need of careful deliberation before that measure shall be 
sanctioned by the Legislature. 

The complete success and general popularity of the 
Trish Incumbered Estates Court presents a striking con- 
trast to the doubts and opposition with which the pro- 
posal for its establishment was at first received. The 
verbal controversy as to the probable effects of such a 
measure might have been indefinitely prolonged without 
any chance of either party to the dispute being com- 
: led by mere argument to yield its opinion to the other. 

ut the experiment was actually tried, and thus the 
question was removed from the domain of speculation 
and a tangible result obtained, of which neither the 
reality nor the importance could be disguised by in- 
genious disputation. It is now proposed, in accordance 
with the general wish of landowners, to extend the powers 
of the Court so that it may deal with all estates, whether 
they are or are not incumbered, and also may investigate 
and confirm titles where no step has been taken, and no 
intention exists, to sell the property to which they 
relate. 

Now it is obvious that in the working of such a mea- 
sure there will be very great risk of fraud, and still 
more of error, and that the utmost vigilance must be 
exercised to guard against miscarriages, which would be 
productive, if they should occur, of grievous and irre- 
mediable injustice. If we consider how the English 
Court of Chancery, endowed, under Lord Cranworth’s or 
some other Bill, with similar powers, would be likely to 
proceed to exercise them, we shall not feel by any means 
convinced that imperfect titles would not occasionally 
a neat he judges of the court, unless the 
staff should be considerably increased, would always be 
too much occupied with their ordinary duties to find time 
for perusing abstracts. The plan of Lord Cranworth, we 
suppose, was that the work should be done in the names 
of the judges by the conveyancing counsel of the court. 
But strong reasons may be given against the employment 
of these counsel even within the sphere of their present 
duties ; and except one or two ex-chancellors, nobody, 
we should think, would desire to extend their functions. 

The duty of savestioning and confirming titles is too 
important to be discharged by deputy. Whether the 
person who actually does the work is called judge or 
counsel to the court, he ought to be an officer regularly 
appointed, and acting under a definite responsibility. 

existing counsel to the court can scarcely be looked 
bor Aaag By your yh sahil ey — as @ master ora 
registrar, we are ised at the proposal embodied 
in Mr. Whiteside’s Bill, for introducing into Ireland 





this anomalous and unsatisfactory institution. Instead 
of appointing two judges, and aut rt a to seek 
the assistance of conveyancers, it would far better to 
appoint, if necessary, three, or even more judges, and to 
provide that they shall do their business themselves, 
without resorting to any such aid. By this means the 
responsibility of the judges will be more distinctly felt, 
and it may be hoped that all their skill and vigilance 
will be exerted to sift the titles brought before them, 
with the same anxious care that would be bestowed by 
counsel protecting the interest of a purchaser, 

It would appear, from the speech of the Solicitor- 
General in this debate, that he is as devoted to the cause 
of conveyancing reform as his colleague, Sir Fitzroy 
Kelly. But we cannot help thinking that in the case of 
both these learned functionaries, the zeal which they so 
eminently display is scarcely accompanied with a suffi- 
ciently profound knowledge of the difficult subject with 
which they are desirous to deal. The Solicitor-Gene- 
ral told the House that ‘ there was no doubt a distinc- 
tion between registration of assurances and titles.” Cer- 
tainly, there is nq doubt at all of this; but we are 
rather surprised at the succeeding statement, that some 
* committee,” which recommended a registration of 
titles, “ had said, that an efficient plan for that purpose 
would be the first step towards a registration of assur- 
ances.” The literature of this subject of registration 
has become so voluminous, that we should hesitate to 

ronounce positively what opinions may or may not 
hove been propounded by the various committees and 
commissions which have successively contributed blue- 
books. But if the Solicitor-General had read the 
report of the last commission, he would have been 
aware that the plan of registering assurances has 
been abandoned with almost general consent. The 
object of the Commissioners was not to pave the way for 
the adoption of a system which they show by many 
elaborate arguments to be alike cumbrous and useless, 
but to explain the details of a system altogether differ- 
ent, ek. in their opinion, would attain the objects for 
the sake of which Parliament had more than once nearly 
a Bill for registering assurances. It is not a 
ittle astonishing that a lawyer of so much ability and 
learning as Sir H. Cairns, while undertaking to correct 
what he calls ‘ some misapprehension of the point,” 
should make a statement from which we can only draw 
the inference, that he had very insufficiently prepared 
himself for the duty of enlightening the House. It 
must be obvious that, so long as a principal law officer 
of the Crown is capable of talking thus inaccurately 
upon a subject so complicated as registration, the govern- 
ment which he represents cannot be properly prepared 
for attempting to legislate upees it, and therefore it is 
not neces to attach much weight to promises of 
forthcoming Bills, or to professions of devotion to the 
principle they are intended to carry out. Whatever be 
the intentions of the Government, and however genuine 
may be the zeal of its — advisers, they can 
suppose any legislation to be possible, until all the features 
of the proposed measure are thoroughly understood by 
the whole profession. But if no better example is to be 
iven than that afforded by the late debate, it will not 
very reasonable to expect the study of the 
tration problem to be taken up by lawyers y 
with any great alacrity or diligence. 

The Attorney-General followed his colleague in the 
debate, and insisted strongly, as he has often done before, 
upon the costliness of the existing system of convey- 
ancing, and the burthen thereby imposed upon the land- 
owner. He then proceeded to that no 
need be apprehended in the working of the Bill. 7 
principle involved in it had y been 
effect by the Incumbered Estates Court in Ireland, 
“it was in the power of the Court of Chancery to 
as secure a title under a decree, in'a suit for 

rmance.” The Bill, it will be 
to enable the Landed Estates Court to 
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an absolute indefeasible title to land, whether en- 
- cumbrances do or do not exist upon it, and whether 
_@ sale be or be not contemplated. Now, it is 
uite true that the principle upon which the Incum- 
bered a a Ca pe age ed is only, carried out 
to its logical result by the proposed enlargement of 
* functions. — ae when, og how, did the Court of 
a ye uire the power to give an equally secure 
title P ir Fitsroy Kelly's soak was prunigaily ad- 
dressed to English landowners, as aggrieved by the pre- 
sent system of conveyancing, and, - ae ly we should 
rather sup that he spoke of the English Court of 
Chancery, in which his own eloquence is sometimes heard. 
Nevertheless, he may have had in mind the Irish Court, 
or possibly—like some other speakers and writers upon 
this a pec did not accurately distinguish between 
England, to which, and Ireland, about which, his speech 
was made. If healluded to the English Court, his state- 
ment is altogether, and, without the least excuse, erro- 
neous; and we cannot understand how a lawyer of so much 


rience and distinction could fall into such a gross 
e. As Ireland, it is true that, in the 
year 1853, a Bill was introduced into the House of 


Commons for giving an indefeasible title in the case of 
sales effected under the ordinary process of the Court of 
Chancery. But we do not find that this Bill ever became 
law, and, therefore, the statement of Sir Fitzroy Kelly, 
whether applied to England or Ireland, pay to be 
quis without foundation. No doubt the Court of 
Chancery takes considerable pains to satisfy itself of the 
goodness of the titles which come before it, and it very 
seldom commits an oversight. But if a flaw should 
be afterwards discovered, the decree of the Court would 
not protect the purchaser. We are not here laying 
down any abstruse or doubtful law, but simply stating 
what is familiar to every practitioner in the Court, 
except to one who may sometimes have aspired to be at 
the head of it. This sort of random talking will not pro- 
mote the amendment of the law. It may pass with the 
bulk of the House of Commons, who probably take 
their notions of conveyancing from the daily papers, but 
it will not lead the profession to look with confidence to 
the Attorney and Solicitor-General as authorities upon 
the problem of registration. 


_ 
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COURTS OF QUEEN'S BENCH. 

(Sittings at Nisi Prius at Guildhall, before Mr. Justice 
WIGHTMAN and a Common Jury.) 

Walker and Another v. Longbottom—Attorney's Costs —June 5. 


Mr. Day was counsel for the plaintiff. Mr. Serjt. Shee and 
Mr. Laxton appeared for the defendant. 

This action was brought to recover 241. 10s. 8d., the amount 
of a bill of costs. The defendant paid £5 into court. 

In the course of last year the defendant was introduced to 
the plaintiffs, Messrs, Walker & Son, solicitors. He informed 
them he was anxious to dispute his father's will, on the ground 
of incapacity, and wished them to take up the case on specu- 
lation. The plaintiffs declined to do so, unless satisfied that 
there was a good prospect of success. They would be guided 
by the opinion of counsel, and prepare a case, on the under- 
standing that if they determined not to go on with the matter, 
the costs of preparing should be paid. ‘The opinion of counsel 
ee and they now claimed the costs incurred 


The defence, which was su; by the evidence of the 


defendant and a Mr. Hope, who had introduced him to the 
Plaintiffs, was, that there was a distinct agreement that the 
vlaintifis would take up the case on speculation. 

The evidence on both sides was directly contradictory; a 
letter of the plaintiffs to the defendant, distinctly stating their 
—* agreement, to which no answer was given, was 


Dy found a verdict for the defendant. 





THE SHREWSBURY PEERAGE CASE. 
(From the Daily News.) 

A Committee of Privileges of the House of Lords have declared 
and adjudged that the title, dignity, peerage, and honours of Earl 
of Shrewsbury belong to Henry John Chetwynd Earl Talbot, 
and have advised her Majesty to issue her writ of summons to 
him by that title. The antiquity and illustrious origin of this 
dignity, the vast possessions which have been annexed to it by 
Act of Parliament, the circumstances under which the present 
claim has been preferred, and the difficulties which have beset 
Lord Talbot in the, at last, successful assertion of his rights, 
have invested the inquiry just closed with more than 
interest. 

The patent was first granted as far back as the 20th Henry 
VI, A. D. 1442, to John Lord Talbot and the heirs male of his 
body lawfully begotten. Of this—the “ Great” Earl of Shrews- 
bury—Lord Macaulay writes:—‘ He had long been remembered 
by his countrymen with tenderness and reverence as one of the 
most illustrious of those warriors who had striven to erect a 
great English empire on the continent of E The 
stubborn courage which he had shown in the midst of disasters 
had made him an object of interest greater than more fortunate 
captains had inspired, and his death hat furnished a singularly 
touching scene to our early stage.” 

From the first earl the title descended in succession, from 
father to son, down to Edward, eighth earl, who died without 
issue inthe year 1617. It then reverted to the descendants of 
Sir Gilbert Talbot of Grafton, who was second son of the 
second Earl of Shrewsbury. This Sir Gilbert was a soldier, 
Captain of Calais, and a Knight of the Garter, at a period when 
the badge of that illustrious order was worn by merit, and not by 
rank alone. He had two sons, of whom the elder died without 
issue male, and the younger, Sir John Talbot of Albrighton and 
Grafton, was twice married, first to Margaret Troutbeck, and 
secondly to Elizabeth Wrottesley. By the first marriage he 
had a son, Sir John Talbot of Grafton, who was the father of 
John Talbot of Grafton. This John married Katherine, 
daughter to Sir W. Petar, counsellor to King Henry VIII, and 
was father to George and John Talbot.’ Upon the decease of 
the eighth earl, the eldest brother, George, succeeded as ninth 
earl, and, dying without issue, the title descended to the eldest 
son of his brother John, who became tenth Earl of Shrewsbury, 
and was the immediate ancestor of the whole of that numerous 
branch of the family which is now shown to be extinct, including 
amongst its members seven earls, one of whom was created a 
duke, and ending with Bertram Arthur, late and seventeenth 
earl. ‘ 
Besides John, tenth earl, John his father had two other sons, 
George and Gilbert. George was shown to have died without 
issue male, but Gilbert had not even been mentioned in the pedi- 
gree furnished by Earl Talbot. He was shown by the ts 
to the claim to have been alive in 1609 and 1616; but his name 
not appearing in the patent of precedence as an earl’s younger 
son granted to his brother George in 1630, the House of Lords 
considered the fair inference to be that he had died young and 
without issue, Sir John Talbot of Grafton had but one son, 
John of Grafton, whom we have mentioned; and we find there- 
fore the succession reverting again to the descendants of the re- 
maining issue of Sir John Talbot of Albrighton and Grafton. 
Sir John was buried in Broomsgrove church, where a monument 
to his memory still exists. Upon that monument is an — 
tion, the chief part of which is now illegible; but an old 
manuscript from the library of Lord Lyttelton was tendered in 
evidence, to show what that inscription once was, and that it 
stated that Sir John of Albrighton had several sons by his first 
wife. Although the House of Lords, in accordance with the 
strict rules of evidence, refused to receive this manuscript, yet 
no doubt could be entertained that it truly ted the 
words of the inscription, which were subsequently deci 
from the monument itself. No mention had been made in the 
case presented to the House by Lord Talbot of the existence of 
any other sons; and it was suggested that Major Talbot of Wex- 
ford alleged his claim to be derived from one of them ; but as 
no other trace of these children was to be found in any of the 
evidence which had been discovered on either side, the fair and 
obvious inference is, that they died in infancy, or at all events 
without issue; and we come to the sons of Sir John of 
Albrighton by his second wife, Elizabeth Wrottesley. There 
weré two sons by this marriage, Gilbert and John, it being @ re- 
markable fact that the youngest son bore the same christian 
name as the eldest son of the first mai Gilbert died 
without issue in 1571, and the other, i Oo 
gree as John Talbot of Salwarpe, married Olive, danghter of Sir 
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Henry Sherrington of Lacock Abbey, and was the father of 
three sons, Sherrington, John, and George ; from the two 
younger sons descend two families of Talbots, still, we believe, 
in existence, the Talbots of Badgworth, and the Talbots of Wor- 
field. ‘The eldest son, Sherrington of Rudge, was twice married, 
and had a numerous family of sons and daughters. By his first 
wife, Elizabeth Leighton, he had six sons, Sherrington, Robert, 
John, Henry, Sir Gilbert, and Thomas; and by his second wife 
four sons, George, Edward, William, and Francis. 

From William, the third son of the second marriage, Earl Tal- 
bot descends, and the greatest difficulty with which his counsel 
have had to contend in the progress of this claim has been to ac- 
count satisfactorily for the failure of the issue of the many 
brothers of William, whose claims, had they survived, were prior 
to his; and the difficulty was enhanced from the fact that a 
pedigree, produced from the Heralds’ College, where it had 
been entered in a book called “ Benefactors,” by Gilbert, one of 
the brothers above mentioned, and which otherwise would have 
been entitled to the highest consideration, contained a wilfully 
false statement, or rather omission, of the name of his brother 
Thomas, made, it is supposed, on account of this brother having 
contracted a low marriage. A reference, however, to the muni- 
ments of Lacock Abbey left no doubt that none of the male 
descendants of any of these brothers remain at this day. The 
eldest brother, Sherrington of Rudge, married Jane Litleton, 
and had seven sons; of these, Sir John of Lacock married 
twice, and had three sons, who predeceased him without issue. 
Another son, Charles, was married, and had one son, Gilbert, a 
captain in the navy, who died about 1708, leaving an only 
daughter ; and the remaining brothers of Sir John of Lacock 
either died young or without issue. Of Robert, John, and 
Henry, nothing is known except the statement in Benefactors 
pedigree, that the first died in freland, and the other two in the 
wars of the Palatinate: and this statement was corroborated by 
the settlement made in 1683 upon the marriage of the son of Sir 
John of Lacock, by which the estates appeared to have been entailed 
upon every male living member of the family, however remote, 
and in which no mention is made of either of these uncles as if 
alive or as leaving issue which could inherit. Sir Gilbert died 
at a great age, without issue; and Thomas, the youngest of the 
whole blood, married, and had a son, Sherrington, who married 
Sarah Squire, and had one son, Sherrington, who died a child in 
the year 1703. 

Of the sons by the second marriage of Sherrington Talbot of 
Rudge, the two elder ones were accounted for; and we come to 
William, who married Mary, daughter of Thomas Doughty, 
of Whittington, and was the immediate ancestor of Earl Talbot. 
But before we proceed with him, we must review the state of 
the family in all its branches at the period of the death of the 
Duke of Shrewsbury in the year 1717—a nobleman thus 
portrayed by Lord Macaulay: “His person was pleasing, his 
temper singularly sweet, his parts such that if he had been born 
in humble rank, might well have raised him to the height of 
civil greatness; all these advantages he had so improved, that 
before he was of age he was allowed to be one of the finest gentle- 
men and finest scholars of his time. His learning is proved by 
notes which are still extant in his handwriting on books in 
almost every department of literature. He spoke French likea 

entleman of Louis’ bedchamber, and Italian like a citizen of 

lorence.” “He was early called the King of Hearts, and 
never through a long eventful and chequered life lost his right 
to that name.” 

In the year 1700 the duke made a settlement of his estates, 
by which they were limited in succession to his cousin George, 
whose elder brother Gilbert afterwards succeeded as thirteenth earl, 
but being a Jesuit priest was excluded from the settlement; 
then to another cousin, John Talbot of Longford; then to Sir 
John Talbot of Lacock; and ultimately to his own right heirs. 
In.4712 the duke made his will, by which other estates were 
limited to the uses of this settlement. John Talbot of Longford 
survived the duke many years, but Sir John of Lacock died 
without issue male surviving him in the year 1713. At the 
period, then, of the duke’s death the only members of the family 
alive were:—Gilbert, the thirteenth earl; George, his brother, who 
married Mary Fitzwilliam; John Talbot of Longford, who was 
married, but had no children, all these being descendants of John, 
tenth earl, and also the family of Sherrington Talbot of Rudge, 
descended, as we have stated, from Sir John Talbot of 
Albrighton by his second marriage, and represented by Sir John 
of Lacock until his death in 1713. It would appear from the 
minutes of the proceedings before a committee of the House of 
Lords, in 1718-19, upon the application for the Act: of 
Parliament by which the estates had been. entailed, that the 
Duke of Shrewsbury was ignorant who, after Sir John of 





Lacock, was the next heir to the title, and it may very well be 
that until the day of his death he remained in ignorance of the 
true state of the Lacock family. Satisfied with having placed 
the head of that family in the entail of his estates, l:e probably 
made no further serious inquiry on the subject. At this time the 
Bishop of Durham, eldest son of William Talbot of Whittington, 
who was ninth son of Sherrington Talbot of Rudge, claimed 
to be the next heir to the title after John Talbot of Longford ; 
and upon the marriage of George Talbot, above mentioned, with 
Mary, sister to Viscount Fitzwilliam, it was agreed that a 
private Act of Parliament should be applied for, settling all 
the estates of the late Duke of Shrewsbury to descend with the 
title,and naming the bishop with his eldest son Charles, afterwards 
Lord Chancellor, as next in succession after John Talbot of Long- 
ford. The House of Lords, however, were not satisfied that the 
bishop was then the next recognised heir, and declining to inves- 
tigate the pedigree farther, passed the Act settling the estate 
generally on the heirs to the title of Earl of Shrewsbury, but 
leaving untouched the recital, which had been inserted in the 
marriage settlement of George, that after the issue of John of 
Longford, the title would “ by course of descent and per formam 
doni descend and come to” the bishop and his heirs. 

From the evidence produced upon the present occasion, there 
can be no doubt that, at the date of the duke’s settlement in 
1700, the bishop was not the next heir, a nephew of Sir John 
of Lacock—Captain Gilbert Talbot—being then alive, and also 
Sherrington, the son of Thomas Talbot, the brother whose name 
had been omitted in the pedigree in “ Benefactors.” We have 
already stated that this Gilbert died in 1708, leaving an only 
daughter; and that Sherrington, the son of Thomas, had a son, 
who died an infant in 1703; but, unless this Thomas had other 
sons, of whom no trace has been found from that date until the 
present time, or unless issue remained of some other of the sons 
of Sherrington of Rudge, the bishop had, in truth, become 
the next heir at the time of the application to Parliament. in 
1718. It is strange, however, that, notwithstanding this recital 
in the marriage settlement and the Act of Parliament, it should 
now have been contended that the bishop was no relation of 
the family, and that the ignorance of the duke as to who was 
the next heir after Sir John of Lacock should have been magni- 
fied into a doubt as to whether the bishop was his kinsman 
at all. 

It is certainly a singular feature of the case, that the nearer 
we approach our own times, the more difficult the regular proof 
of the facts appears to be. No register of the marriage of 
William of Whittington could be found, nor even of the first 
marriage of the bishop himself. And the first mention of the 
bishop’s name in any register produced, described him as the 
son of William Talbot, of Ditchfield. The proof, however, 
deduced from wills, settlements in the Lacock family, a monu- 
mental inscription, and the recognition of the relationship by 
other members of the family, leave no doubt that the bishop 
was the son of William of Whittington, and throughout the 
whole of the proceedings before the House in 1718-19, although 
the facts must have been within the knowledge of three living 
parties, two of whom—the Bishop of Exeter and the Earl of 
Sussex—testified to them, no question appears to have been 
made as to the bishop being the son of William of Whittington, 
or as to Charles Talbot, who was himself a party before the 
House, being the legitimate son of the bishop. The counsel for 
those who then opposed the passing of the Bill were asked 
whether they admitted the bishop's title—that is, whether he was 
the next heir after John of Longford, and they answered that 
they neither admitted nor denied it, but no doubt was suggested 
that he was not one of the family. Charles Talbot, the eldest 
son of the bishop, was afterwards created Lord Talbot, Baron 
of Hensol, and held the great seal of England from 1733 till 
his death in 1736. From him the descent of the present earl 
was not disputed, and the committee only required’ the formal 
proof that each of five peers in the succession had taken their 
seats in the House. ‘Thus was completed the long chain which 
connects John, the “ Great ” Earl, through twelve descents, with 
the present peer, now eighteenth Earl of Shrewsbury. 

This decision of the House of Lords will, it is said, not be 
allowed to govern the disposition of the property, but that the 
trustees of the will of the late earl, Bertram Arthur, intend 
to take the opinion of a court of law as to whether the clause 
in the private Act of Parliament entailing the estates has not 
been repealed by the Roman Catholic Relief Act. This clause 


in terms disables every tenant in tail of these estates from cut- 


ting off the entail, but contains a proviso that if such. tenant 
in tail shall, on coming into ion, make the 

against transubstantiation and take certain oaths there required 
by law to be taken—that ie if he shall declare himeelf a Pro- 
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' testant—he shall be enabled to disentail the estates. Bertram 
_ Arthur executed a deed disentailing the estates, and then 
' disposed of them by will, and it seems that the trustees 
of his will contend that he had power so to do with- 
out complying with the requirements of the proviso. 
We will not anticipate the result of this further litigation, 
but it is to be noticed, that, during the life of the late earl, a 
Bill was introduced into the House of Lords to confirm this 
disentailing deed, from which it may be inferred that its validity 
was not then considered unquestionable; this Bill never passed 
into a law; and it does not follow that, because the policy which 
dictated the Roman Catholic Relief Act might have been used 
with effect as an argument to relieve a Catholic earl from the 
operation of this disentailing clause, therefore a public Act of 
Parliament should be held by the judges to repeal a clause in a 
private Act, obtained by family agreement to settle an estate 
with a title. It is to be observed, also, that since the passing 
. of the Roman Catholic Relief Act, the proviso in question has 
been repealed directly by another private Act, obtained on the 
application of John, sixteenth earl, with the consent of Earl 
Talbot. The estates, therefore, are disentailable in the hands 
of either Catholic or Protestant; and it would be a singular cir- 
cumstance indeed, if, in the passing of this latter Act, it had 
been overlooked both by the parties concerned, the judges to 
whom the question was submitted, and the legislature, that the 
whole clause had already been rendered nugatory by the opera- 
tion of the Roman Catholic Relief Act. 


__ 


MACHINERY FOR REVISING LEGISLATION. 

In a letter addressed to the Attorney-General on “ The Effec- 
tual Revision of our Annual Legislation and a Consolidation 
of the Statute Law,” Dr. R. Malcolm Kerr writes :— 

“ My scheme is formed on a model which has been already 
sanctioned by Parliament; for it will be found to resolve itself 
simply into an extension to all Bills whatsoever of a supervision 
similar, except that it is for defined purposes, to that which is 
exercised by the Admiralty or Board of Trade. I have, how- 
ever, been induced to suggest a committee of the Privy Council, 
not because the Admiralty and Board of Trade (both of them 
practically committees of the cabinet, itself a committee of the 
council) happen to exercise a species of control over certain 
Bills; but because, after the most careful consideration, I can- 
not find any other constitutional and satisfactory mode of ob- 
taining an effectual revision of our annual legislation, and at 
the same time of preserving intact the legislative functions of 
the two Houses. The creation of a permanent commission to 
revise our legislation, was suggested by Lord Bacon three 
centuries ago. At various intervals proposals to the same 
effect have been no sooner made than abandoned, not im- 
probably from the difficulty of reconciling such an institution 
with the legislative independence of the two Houses, a diffi- 
culty that may have presented itself to the mind of Prynne, 
when he contemplated a consolidation, by himself, of the whele 
of the statute law. This objection seems to be insuperable. 
For a permanent commission, I apprehend, must either be a 
merely consultative body, such as I am about to propose (in 
which case a commission is not wanted at all); or a suggestive 
body—if I may coin a phrase—to prepare measures to be in- 
troduced, discussed, and passed like ordinary Bills; or a legis- 
lative body, whose decrees are to be registered by Parliament, 
and thereatter to bear the name of statutes. 

“ A commission with legislative powers is out of the question. 
A permanent board to draft bills would obviously be of no use, 
unless it possessed an absolute monopoly of that branch of con- 
veyancing. Irrespectively, however, of this objection, is the 
preparation of Bills by a board of any kind the best mode of 
obtaining good measures ? The reiterated failures of our nume- 
tous criminal law and consolidation commissions may be cited 
as proofs to the contrary; while the Fines and Recoveries Act, 

numerous other statutes, demonstrate that the best legisla- 
tion on any one subject is to be obtained by entrusting the 
carrying out of the changes to the individual draftsman best 
qualified for the work by his previous knowledge of the subject 
to be dealt with. 

“ The legislation thus obtained cannot, however, be properly 
called the best, unless it be perfectly consistent with all the rest 
of our legislation. ‘This consistency of legislation can be ob- 
tained’ only by an effectual revision of all bills introduced into 
Parliament—that is to say, by providing the two Houses with 
some recognised and authoritative assistance other than that 
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committee. This body shall be presided over by the Lord 
Chancellor, so as to occupy towards the Government a position 
somewhat analogous to that of the Board of Trade, the Com- 
mittee of Council for Education, or the Board of Health. In 
its constitution the legislative committee should be entirely in- 
dependent in the exercise of its own functions, 

“ The legislative committee of the Privy Council would also 
constitute a species of council to the Lord Chancellor, on 
which might be indirectly devolved that portion of his duties 
which falls more properly to the province of a minister of jus- 
tice than of a high judicial officer. It is perfectly weli known, 
that, according to present arrangements, the Lord Chancellor 
cannot possibly undertake an effective superintendence of our 
annual legislation: the proposed committee could do so, by 
formally reporting on the probable legal effect of any proposed 
legislation, and wherein it might fall short of the objects con- 
templated by the legislature. In thus exercising an almost ob- 
solete function of its president, the Lord Chancellor, the 
committee would become a recognised assistance to the Govern- 
ment and the legislature. 

“Tt may be desirable to state how I propose that the legisla- 
tive committee should be consituted. 1 contemplate the forma- 
tion of a body to exercise some of the functions of a minister 
of justice, and therefore to be presided over by the Lord Chan- 
cellor. But, as it is to undertake precisely those duties which 
the Chancellor cannot at present overtake, the proposed com- 
mittee must have a permanent vice-president, and one or more 
permanent secretaries, whose whole time should be devoted to 
the various duties of their offices. A legislative committee, such 
as I have in view, should include not only all the persons now 
forming the judicial committee, but privy councillors familiar 
with the laws of Scotland and of Ireland, and such other privy 
councillors as the Crown might specially appoint, in order to 
secure for the public service the best legal knowledge and the 
greatest judicial experience which the United Kingdom can 
produce. Its permanent vice-president would, therefore, be 
more a deputy speaker than a salaried director; the Chancellor, 
or the member in charge of the Bill reported on, being its 
mouthpiece to the legislature; the vice-president, the person by 
whom its deliberations would be arranged, and through whom 
communications with either House or the public would be 
received and made. The law officers of the Crown for Eng- 
land, Scotland, and Ireland, should all of them be required to 
assist this body with their advice. Thus constituted, such a 
committee would be, I venture to think, not only an indepen- 
dent, but an authoritative assistance to the legislature. I pro- 
pose that the functions of the committee shall be consultative 
merely. 

“ How, then, is Parliament to be relieved of all questions of 
detail, and to settle principles only? 

“T would give the legislative committee means of assisting 
the Lord Chancellor in the details of legislation, by making it 
a substitute for many of the commissions of inquiry periodically 
issued under the great seal. I propose, therefore—without, 
however, in any way superseding commissions of inquiry in 
proper cases—that the legislative committee should be the real 
officina justitia of the Lord Chancellor. It would soon receive 
communications from all quarters as to alleged defects in the 
laws of England, of Ireland, and of Scotland. When any defects 
are, after proper investigation, found to exist, and a remedy is 
therefore required, in applying this remedy, the great national 
object of an entire assimilation of the laws of the three king- 
doms, not only in principle, but in procedure, might be kept _ 
steadily in view, and our legislation—hitherto, at best, piece- 
meal—would be directed throughout to the ultimate object of 
codification. 

“The assistance which I propose to give to the legislature 
partakes of the nature of that afforded by a conseil d'état, It 
is, no doubt, the functions of conseils d'état, such as we find 
them in other countries, to suggest legislation. I leave the 
government to retain the responsibility of doing so, restricting 
the duties of the legislative committee to reporting on the form 
and effect of legislation when proposed: it would remain for the 
government or a private member to introduce, and for the 
legislature to effect, in the usual way, those alterations in the 
law which were deemed requisite.” 

Dr. Kerr states his belief “that any approach to a consolida- 
tion of our statute law, which must come long before a code can 
be hoped for, can only be obtained in this country by a 
and continuous attention to our annual legislation, and a grad 
and progressive amelioration of the language of the law.” “In 
the proposed legislative committee,” he says, “ it should be part 
of the duties of the staff to note up, for immediate reference, 
every statutory change as it occurred, to keep a minute of every 
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defect in the law as ascertained and remedied, to register every 
judicial decision of our different tribunals bearing upon the lan- 
guage of the statute law. I would vest in the committee the 
appointment, superintendence, and removal of authorised re- 
porters to all the courts of the United Kingdom, whose reports 
should be produced at the public expense; they could be sold, 
I believe, at 9 price which would repay all the expense of pro- 
duction, and yet render them easy of acquisition to the whole 
body of the lawyers.” 

He concludes: “ No Act of Parliament is requisite to call 
into existence the body to which I propose to commit the very 
important duties I have enumerated. It can be created by an 
order in council, and, if it fail on trial, it can be as easily dis- 
solved. This is the best proof of its perfectly constitutional 
character.” 


THE COUNTY COURTS. 

Mr. William Gurdon, one of the judges of the County Courts, 
in a letter addressed to Lord Campbell on the subjects of “ the 
Superior Courts and the County Courts, and the Common Law 
Procedure Act, 1854,” makes the following propositions :— 

“ First. That wherever the Legislature may think fit to draw 
the line of demarcation for the limit of what may be called the 
exclusive jurisdiction of the county court, the rule should be 
preserved in its integrity beyond the possibility of evasion or 
invasion, unless the superior court should, upon just grounds 
shown, think fit, in any particular case, to allow of an 
exception. 

“Secondly. That if a cause, originally brought in the superior 
court, be sent down for hearing to the county court, it should 
remain there for good, and become a record and proceeding in 
the county court, in the same way as a plaint removed from the 
county court by certiorari to the superior court remains to be 
dealt with in the latter. 

“ Thirdly. That whatever may be the duties cast upon the 
judge of the county court, they should only attach to him during 
the sittings of the court over which he presides. 

“T propose, therefore, to repeal so much of the Common Law 
Procedure Act, 1854, as enables the superior courts, or any 
judge thereof, to refer country causes to the judge of any county 
court. 

“ So much, also, of the 19 & 20 Vict. c. 28, s. 26, as requires 
the county court to certify to the superior court the result of 
the hearing of a cause sent down under the provisions of that 
section ; and to enact instead thereof, that a cause so transmitted 
should be deemed and entered of record a: a plaint of the 
county court, and dealt with accordingly. 

“So much, also, of 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, s. 128, and of the 
provisions of subsequent Acts ancillary thereto, as gives the 
plaintiff the option to sue in the superior court, where he dwells 
more than twenty miles from the defendant, or where the cause 
of action does not arise wholly, or in some material point, 
within the jurisdiction of the court within which the defendant 
dwells or carries on his business at the time of the action 
brought. 

“So much, also, of 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, s. 129, and of 
subsequent Acts, as enables a plaintiff recovering £5 in an 
action of tort in the superior court, in those actions in which 
the county court has jurisdiction, to have his costs, and to fix 
the limit instead at £20, as in contract, with a power similar to 
that reserved to the judge of the superior court by 13 & 14 Vict. 
¢. 61, s. 12, to certify for costs, whatever be the amount of the 
verdict, if it should appear to him at the trial that there was 
sufficient reason for bringing the action in the superior court. 

“T propose further to enact, that in all those actions of 
contract in which the county court has jurisdiction by 9 & 10 
Vict. c. 95, s. 58, no writ should be allowed to issue from any 
one of the superior courts for a sum less than £20, without 
leaye of the court or a judge. 

* To enact, also, that in any Act heretofore or hereafter to be 
passed, any duty required to be performed by the judge of any 
county court shall be deemed to be required only sedente 
euria.” 


BUSINESS IN THE PROBATE AND DIVORCE 
COURTS. 


The number of causes now pending in the Court of Probate 
is 139. The average daily number of grants of probates aud 
ion in London from the 8th of March, is upwards of 
fifty-one; and the average daily number of , sixty- 
six. The number of causes now pending in the Court of 
Divorce and Matrimonial Causes is 130, and the number of 
Dills of costs taxed by the registrar five. 
On this subject a writer to the Daily News remarks :— 





“ Notice has been given that the full Court will sit for hearing 
petitions for m of marriages in the week after 
Term, which ends on Saturday, the 12th inst. From inquiries 
made in the registry of the court, it appears to be understood 
that the judges do not intend to sit again until after the long 
vacation. nsidering the great number of cases now awaiting 
the decision of the Court, and the anxiety felt by the parties 
interested, it would surely be most desirable that the full Court 
should endeavour, if possible, to hold other sittings after those 
advertised, in order to prevent the painful suspense that must 
be the result of postponing these cases for a period of six 
months. 

“ If the number of cases during the intervening six months 
bears a like proportion to the number already awaiting the 
decision of the Court, how overwhelming will, be the business 
which will be brought before the Court at their sittings at the 
end of Michaelmas Term. A barrister of extensive practice 
has stated it to be his opinion that the number of cases will 
then amount to many hundreds.” 


The Banner of Ulster says, “ Irishmen feel honest gratification 
in seeing Baron Martin, a county Derry man, one of the judges 
of the English Court of Exchequer; and Sir J. Willes, a native 
of the county of Waterford, of the Common Law Bench. Nor 
will they fail to rejoice in the appointment of a Cork man, Mr. 
Hugh Hill, as successor to Mr. Justice Coleridge in the English 
Queen’s Bench. Belfast derives its share of honour from the 
elevation of Sir Hugh M‘Calmont Cairns to the dignity of 
Solicitor-General. A still later appointment—that of Mr. 
Blair, Q.C., to the office of Judge of the Liverpool County 
Court—we regard with satisfaction as a tribute to legal know- 
ledge of a high order. Mr. Blair, one of the most lar 
leaders on the Northern Circuit in England, is eldest son of the 
late Mr. James Blair, of Wheatfield. The predecessor of Mr. 
Blair—the late Mr. Joseph Pollock, Q.C., himself a native of 
the county of Meath, was of County Down extraction, his 
grandfather having been Assistant-Barrister for that county.” 


An important legal decision for railway travellers has just 
been delivered by a French Court. The question was this— 
Is a company liable for the loss of any property which a 
passenger may have experienced on the line or in the waiting- 
room of one of the stations? A contractor of public works, 
named Forrest, had placed a sum of 25,006 francs in a carpet 
bag, which he took with him into the waiting-room of one of 
the stations of the Southern Company. The bag was stolen, 
and he brought an action to recover the amount. The 
Tribunal of Commerce of Bordeaux condemned the company to 
pay M. Forrest the full sum lost, as well as 2000 francs 
damages. An appeal against this judgment was made to the 
Imperial Court of Bordeaux, and the Court quashed the 
former judgment, and awarded a sum of only 1500 francs 
to be paid by the company. M. Forrest was also condemned 
to pay the costs in both cases. 


The grand day of Trinity Term was kept by the society of 
Gray’s-inn, on Tuesday, June 8th; on which occasion her 
Majesty's judges had been invited to an entertainment given in 
expectation of the first visit since his elevation of the Lord 
Chancellor, who was called to the bar by this society forty years 
since. He was unavoidably absent. The Lord Chief Baron, 
Mr. Justice Coleridge, Mr. Justice Wightman, Mr. Baron 
Bramwell, and others, were received in hall by the Treasurer 
and the Master of the Rolls, a bencher. Nearly 100 members 
of the society sat down to the banquet. 


The indictments preferred against Mr. Truelove, publisher in 
the Strand, and M. cher wiski, for alleged libels on the Em- 
peror of the French, are fixed for trial on Friday, the 18th inst. 
‘Che trials will take place in the Court of ¢ ’s Bench, 
before Lord Campbell and a special jury. The Attorney- 
General, the Solicitor-General, and Mr, Welsby, will conduct 
the prosecution on behalf of the Crown. Mr. Edwin James, 
Q.C., Mr. Phinn, Q.C., Mr. Hawkins, and Mr. Simon, have been 
retained for the defendants 


It is stated that proceedings are being taken on the part of 
shareholders, representing shares to a very large smount, 


against at least one director of the Liverpoo reg Bank, 
and that the case will, in all probability, %e tried at Liver- 
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y an Order in Council, the provisions of the “ Common 
~ Jaw Procedure Acts, 1852 and 1854,” and the rules made in 
pursuance thereof, are to extend and apply to the Court of 
Record of the Borough of Ipswich, called the Court of Small 
Pleas, and to the Judge, Deputy Judge, and Registrar thereof, 
And by a like order, the jurisdiction of the said Court of Small 
Pleas is excluded in all cases whereof the County Court hath 


cognizance. 
= eS 


Recent Werisions in Chancery. 


~~ 


ApEMPTION oF Legacy — Dousie Portions — INTENTION 
OF TESTATOR—EXTRINSIC EVIDENCE. 


Ferris v. Goodburn, 6 W. R. 485. 

In considering the application of the rules relating to the 
ademption of legacies, it is important always to bear in 
mind the distinction between specific and general legacies ; be- 
cause, in the former, the testator’s intention to adeem, by re- 
ceiving or appropriating to himself what he had specifically 
bequeathed, is of no importance, inasmuch as, by his own act, 
he has extinguished the legacy. But in the case of a general 
legacy, not given as a portion, the intention of the testator is 
necessarily the primary consideration ; the question in such 
eases being, whether an advancement by the testator during his 
lifetime should be taken as pro tanto a satisfaction of a legacy 
given by his will. ‘There is a distinction with respect to lega- 
cies to children, which being presumed to be intended as por- 
tions, there is the further presumption that an advancement by 
the testator is designed to be in substitution, or, at all events, 
in satisfaction, pro tanto, of the portion of the child to whom 
such advancement has been made; nor would slight differences 
between the amount, or the time of payment, of the portion, 
and the advancement, be considered sufficient to repel the pre- 
sumed ademption. ‘ There are, of course, some exceptions to 
this rule, as, for instance, where either the legacy or advance- 
ment is expressly made by way of compensation for or in re- 
spect of some interest or benefit to which the child was entitled 
aliunde. Where the legatee is not a child of the testator, and 
the legacy, therefore, cannot be presumed to be intended as a 
portion, as a general rule, it has been considered that the legacy 
and the advancement must be for the same purpose. In Ferris 
v. Goodburn, the testator had, by his will, made certain provisions 
for the plaintiff, who was his adopted daughter, for her separate 
use, and after reciting that he was desirous of making further 
provision for her benefit, he bequeathed to her, on the day of her 
marriage, £1,000 out of the residue of his estate. ‘The legatee 
married in the life-time of the testator, who, at the husband’s 
p age advanced to him sums amounting to £800. After in- 
quiry at chambers as to the circumstances under which the 
advances were made, Wood, V. C., held that the advances to 
the husband were an ademption pro tanto of the legacy to the 
wife. There is no doubt that a legacy by a person confessedly 
standing in loco parentis is treated very much upon the same 
footing as if it were a legacy by the natural parent. In the 
present case, however, though the legacy was to the wife, the 
advances were to her husband; and, moreover, they were made 
at two different periods, one five and the other six months 
from the date of the marriage, there being a direction in the 
will that the payment of the legacy was not to be delayed 
“beyond, at the furthest, three calendar months from the day of 
such marriage.” The Vice-Chancellor, however, considered 
that the circumstances under which the advances were made, 
coupled with the fact that the legacy was not given for the 
separate use of the wife, and that the other provision in the 
will to her separate use would prevent her equity to a settle- 
ment, were sufficient to establish the testator’s intention to 
ncaa the legacy in question to the extent of the money ad- 
vanced. 


PracricE—REMAINDERMAN—Funp in Court. 
In re Hodges, 6 W. . 487. 

Tn this case Kindersley, V.C., made an order—without serving 
Tethaindermen—for the payment of the dividends on £1,300 to 
tight tenants for life, and that one-eighth might be carried over 
to the account of the children of each tenant for life, to whom 
(a8.a class) there was a limitation in remainder. His Honour 
‘ppears to have made the order on the ground of the fund being 
small and the parties very numerous; and, moreover, that those 
in remainder, being the children of the tenants for life, 
Would be informed of what had been done. 





Vexnpor & PuRCHASER—EXECUTION oF CONVEYANCE— 
PAYMENT OF PuRcHASE-MoNEY—SOLICITOR’S RIGHT TO 
RECEIVE 1T—ATTESTING WITNESS. 

Viney v. Chaplin, 6 W. R. 302, and on Appeal, 563. 

Two questions of considerable importance in practice were 
raised in this suit, viz. first, whether a purchaser is entitled to 
require the execution, in the presence of himself or his soli- 
citor, of the deed of conveyance; and secondly, whether he 
can insist upon paying the money to the vendor personally. 
Though neither of these questions has been decided in the 
abstract by this case, the judgments of Kindersley, V. C., and 
of the full Court of Appeal, leave no room for doubt as to 
the proper course to be taken by the practitioner, whenever 
either of these questions arises in the course of business. 
It would obviously be very inconvenient, in numerous in- 
stances, to require a vendor or lessor to execute the deed of 
sale or lease in the presence of every person who purchased, 
or took a lease of any portion of his property. It would, 
perhaps, in some cases be still more irksome to require that the 
vendor should with his own hands receive and count the pur- 
chase-money. ‘Therefore, no such general rules have been laid 
down. But from the judgments of all the learned judges who 
heard Viney v. Chaplin, it may be inferred that wherever the 
particular circumstances of the case suggest these requisitions 
to a prudent man, and they are made in a reasonable manner, 
the vendor is not entitled to decline them. ‘The present case 
definitively decides that a solicitor, merely by virtue of his 
office, is not entitled to demand the payment of purchase- 
money to him, even though he has in his possession the deed of 
conveyance duly executed with indorsed receipt signed by 
the vendor. To make it incumbent on the purchaser to pay 
to the vendor’s solicitor, there must be at least some authority 
in the solicitor to receive it, beyond what may be inferred 
from his custody of the deed of conveyance. Turner, L. J., 
was of opinion that this authority must be in writing. The 
Lord Chancellor suggested that even that would not always 
be sufficient security to a purchaser, because he may not have 
the means of testing whether the writing is genuine or not. 
On the other hand, it might be said that frequently the pur- 
chaser is as ignorant of the person of the vendor as he is of 
his handwriting; and that therefore there would be as much 
risk—where fraud was intended—of personation as of forgery. 
The cases which are here suggested are merely possible ones, 
being very unlikely to occur in practice; but they serve to 
show the difficulty of laying down any absolute rule on the 
subject. All that can be said is, that the purchaser is entitled 
to every reasonable safeguard before he parts with his money; 
but that he is not entitled to insist upon the personal attend- 
ance of the vendor, where such a requisition is plainly un- 
reasonable and vexatious. In Borradaile v. Smart, 5 W. R. 
270, Wood, V.C., decided that a lessor was not entitled to 
insist upon witnessing, by himself or his agent, the execution 
by the lessee of the counterpart of a lease. It does not appear 
from the report, however, that the question was argued at any 
length. Moreover, the case is widely distinguishable from any 
ordinary case of sale and purchase. But the principle of his 
Honour’s decision is obviously the same as that involved in 
Viney v. Chaplin, viz. that the requisition to execute in the pre- 
sence of the other party must not be insisted upon in an un- 
reasonable or vexatious manner, where there is no fair ground 
for saying that it is necessary for security. 

MortcaceE—Furure ADVANCES—PRIORITY. 
Rolt v. Hopkinson, 6 W. R. 590. 

This case has decided a question which strangely enough 
has been open ever since Lord Cowper's judgment in Gerdon v. 
Graham (2 Eq.-Cas, Ab. 598). It has always been the rule that 
a first mortgagee cannot tack further advances after he has 
notice of a second mortgage. But in Gordon v. Graham it was 
laid down that where the first mortgage was expressly to cover 
future advances, as well as an existing debt, and where the 
second mortgage was taken with notice of this fact, then the 
first mortgagee would be entitled to go on tacking further 
advances to his security, notwithstanding his having notice of 
the second incumbrance, and that all these advances would 
take priority over the second mortgage. The reason given was 
short and not satisfactory. “It was the folly of the second 
mortgagee to advance his money under such circumstances.” 
This case has never been followed, and may now be treated as 
a dead letter, Ina case in the year 1842, Blunden v. Desart 
(2 Dr. & W. 431), Lord St, Leonards intimated a doubt whether 
it would be safe in all cases to rely on that authority. In 
Shaw vy. Neale (20 Bea. 157, 3 W. R. 350), the question came 
before the Master of the Rolls with these two distinctions, 
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that the second incumbrancer was a judgment creditor, and not 
& mortgagee, and that he was not proved to have-had notice of 
the first mortgage when he registered his judgment. The 
Master of the Rolls echoed the doubts of Lord St. Leonards, 
and held that whether Gordon vy. Graham was law or not, it 
did not apply to a case where the second incumbrancer was 
without notice of the first mortgage. The decision was 
affirmed on this point by the House of Lords. 


In Rolt v. Hopkinson the naked question «f Gordon v- 
Graham arose, without anything in the shape of a distinction, 
and the Master of the Rolls declined to follow Gordon v. Graham, 
and held that the first mortgagee could not in any case oust 
the second by making further advances after notice of the sub- 
sequent incumbrance. Rolt v. Hopkinson, in fact, decides that 
the distinction under which the Court sheltered itself in Shaw 
v. Neale was unsubstantial, and that that case was fatal to 
Lord Cowper's doctrine. The result is, that a mortgage with a 
clause as to future advances differs from an ordinary mortgage 
only in this, that it gives to all future loans the capacity to be 
tacked (subject to the effect of notice of mesne securities), 
which would otherwise belong only to actual charges, judg- 
ments, or statute debts. 


BANKRUPTCY—ORDER AND DISPOSITION. 
Hoggard v. Mackenzie, 6 W. R. 572. 

The peculiarity of this case was, that the goods in question 
were in a warehouse of the bankrupts’, which was under the 
entire physical control of their London manager. The goods 
were the property of the bankrupts, subject to an express lien 
created by agreement in favour of the manager. When the 
bankruptcy occurred he claimed the benefit of his lien, and it 
was contended that the goods could not be in the reputed 
ownership of his employers—first, because they were the bank- 
rupts’ own goods, and secondly, because they were in the actual 
possession of the plaintiff as manager, who could not. possibly 
have done more than he did to effectuate his lien. The Court 
rejected both these arguments on the ground, as to the first, 
that so far as the lien extended, the goods were the plaintiff's 
property. He had a charge, and that such an interest was 
capable of being left in the order and disposition of a bankrupt 
mortgagor was settled by many cases. As to the other point, 
the possession of the manager in the name of the bankrupts 
was, in law, the possession of his employers. Neither of these 
points is new, but the case brings them out very clearly. 


Broker's Bonp—ADMINISTRATION. 
Naish v. Bryant, 6 W. R. 573. 

A city broker became a defaulter and died. The city proved 
fagainst his estate for the penalty of the bond which had been 
oorfeited, and claimed to distribute the amount for the benefit 

f the creditors of the deceased in transactions of brokerage. 
The Court held. that this could not be done, and that the 
amount was equitable assets for the benefit of creditors of 
every description. 

$$ ——————- 


Cases at Common Law specially Enteresting to Attorneys 





PRACTICE—EJECTMENT—STAYING PROCEEDINGS TILL Pay- 
MENT OF Costs OF ForMER ACTION. 
Morgan v. Nicholl, 6 W. R., Exch., 542. 


It forms one of the enactments of the Common Law Proce- 
dure Act, 1854, that, if any person shall bring ejectment, after 
a prior action for the same premises, unsuccessfully brought by 
such person, or by one claiming under him, against the same 
defendant, or one defending under him, the Court or a judge 
may order security for costs in the second action, and stay pro- 
ceedings until it shall have been given. 


The case under discussion was an application under this pro- 
vision; and it appeared that the defendant in the action, who 
had been long in possession of the premises, had been formerly 
sued in ejectment for them by the present plaintiff's son. To 
support the action brought on that occasion (which terminated 
in a verdict for the defendant), it became necessary to prove a 
descent from one W. M.; and as in this descent the father of 
the plaintiff in that action formed a link, evidence of his death was 
put in. It now turned ont, however, that the father was not 
dead, but that he, knowing all the time of the former action, 
kept out of the way, in order that he might commence the pre- 
sent proceedings himself. It was said, in answer to the a) 
tion that these proceedings might be stayed, that the title of 
the father was antecedent to that of his son, and that, 
herefore, the case did not come within the above provision, 











through or under whom the plaintiff in the second claims. 4 The 
Court, however, held, that they had the power to stay the pre- 
sent proceedings, and that they would exert it, as the costs in 
question might have been spared if the present plaintiff had 
come forward, when he ought to have done. ; 

It seems pretty clear that the above section of the Common 
Law Procedure Act is declaratory only, and is not intended to 
narrow the common law jurisdiction of the courts, to stay pro- 
ceedings in a second action, brought for the same cause between 
the same parties. It may be remarked, that the foundation of 
this practice appears to have been the consideration that, owing 
to the peculiarities of the former action of ejectment, and from 
the plaintiff therein being a fictitious person, the claimant had 
the advantage of being able to litigate the title more than once, 
and thereby to abuse the process of the Court; and the Courts 
gradually assumed to themselves and still exercise the same 
authority in other actions also, whenever the previous action 
terminated by act of the party—as. by discontinuance or non- 
suit—so that the defendant has not the opportunity of pleading 
the previous judgment in bar of the second action. 

The true question to determine in these applications, in the 
case of ejectment, is, whether the action is substantially between 
the same parties, and for trying the same title. It has been 
decided with reference to a former statutory provision of the 
same nature as that above referred to in the Common Law 
Procedure Act, 1854, that the application should be granted, in 
a case where the father of the plaintiff in the second action 
had, thirty years before, unsuccessfully tried to eject the father 
of the defendant in such second action (Doe d. Feldon v. Roe, 
8 T. R. 645). So also it was granted where the second action 
was brought on the same title by the assignee of the plaintiff 
in the first action after his insolvency (Doe d. Standish v. Roe, 
5 B. & Ad. 875). On the other hand, it has been held that a 
court of law will not stay an ejectment till the payment of the 
costs of an unsuccessful suit in equity in respect of the same 
premises (Doe d. Williams v. Winch, 8 B. & Ald. 602). 


Country Courts—PrRounisition—9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, s. 58. 
Morton v. Grand Junction Canal Company, 6 W. R., Q. B., 543. 
It was decided in Thompson v. Ingham (14 Q. B. 710), that 
a county court judge cannot give himself jurisdiction in a case 
where title to land comes into question, by erroneously holding 
such title not to be in question. In other words, the judge’s 
decision as to whether the title comes in question or not, is not 
conclusive, but liable to be set right by the superior court by 
way of prohibition. The point decided by the case under dis- 
cussion is connected with this doctrine, as it shows that what 
passes at the hearing is not any criterion of the law bearing on 
the case. It decides that where no part of the decision given 
by the judge turns upon any question of title, a prohibition 
will not go merely because evidence as to title was given at 
the hearing. In order that title should form the ground of 
prohibition under 9 & 10 Vict. c. 95, s. 58, the question con- 
cerning it must be material to the decision of the case. 


PRAcCTICE—UNDERTAKING BY ATTORNEY IN THE CAUSE— 
WHEN A Ca. Sa. MAY ISSUE. 


Weston v. Kenworthy, 6 W.R., C. P., 543. 


The facts in this case are somewhat complicated, but from 
them may be collected the following two propositions, which it 
may be useful to remember—l. That a receipt given by the 
attorney in the cause, on behalf of the plaintiff, for a certain 
sum, stated to have been paid “on account of debt and costs,” 
and adding, that “no further proceedings will be taken,” is not 
conclusive ; but may be explained by affidavit of the attorney to 
have been intended, not as an absolute discharge of the action in 
question, but as a discharge only on a certain condition, such as 
payment of the debt sued for by instalments. 

2. The other point which the case under discussion shows 
is, that where there are two actions pending against a defendant 
who pays generally on account of them a certain sum for debt 
and costs, the attorney in the cause may appropriate the whole 
of such sum to the payment of the debt and costs in one of 
such actions, and then proceed to arrest the defendant on the 
other, though such sum might have been so appropriated as noi 
to leave more than £20, exclusive of costs,due on the judgment 
in either action. ins 


REGISTRATION OF Brits or SALE—17 & 18 Vict. c. 36— 
SuFFIcreNcy OF DESCRIPTION OF GIVER or Bru oR 
WITNESSES. 


Tuton v. Sanoni, 6 W. R., Exch., 545. 


according to which the prior action must be brought by one _ 


This was an attempt to render uncertain a matter which hee 
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‘een already settled by the Court in the case of Allan v. Thomp- 
jon* (1 H.& N. 15). It was, in that ‘case, held by the Court of 
Exchequer, in conformity with a nearly concurrent decision of 
the Queen’s Bench (England v. Blackwell, 27 L. J., Q. B., 124), 
that, under the 17 & 18 Vict. c. 36, which requires the resi- 
dence and occupation of persons giving bills of sale (and of 
the witnesses thereto) to be filed, if they are to be relied upon 
as against assignees or creditors, it is insufficient to describe a 
clerk in a Government office as a “gentleman.” In the case 
under discussion the occupation of the witness was so de- 
scribed—the fact being that the witness had originally been an 
attorney, but had for many years ceased to be so, and when the 
bill in question was executed, was acting as clerk for another 
attorney. Under these circumstances the Court held this de- 
scription to be incorrect; but it seems to follow, from the 
reasons given for this decision, that the description ' * gentleman” 
would be a sufficient compliance with the statute in the case of 
an attorney in actual practice as such. 

Law or CorPoraTions—LiaBILity To ACTIONS FOR 

LIBEL. 
Whitfield § Others v. The South Eastern Railway Company, 
6 W. R., Q. B., 545. 

The liabilities of corporations aggregate are the same, as 
those which attach to individual persons, with certain neces- 
sary exceptions. For example, though they may sue or be 
sued, they are amenable to such judgments as shall be given 
against them in any suit in respect of the corporate property 
only, and not so qs to fix any liability on the members or 
corporators personally or individually, for “si quid debet 
universitas, ‘singuli non debent.” Yet, notwithstanding this 
immunity, a corporation has been long ago determined to be 
liable to be indicted—as where it allows a bridge, the repair of 
which belongs to it by law, to fall into decay—a proceeding 
which may be followed up by fine, though not by imprison. 
ment, In the case under discussion, the Court of Queen's 
Bench went further, and after remarking that “there may be 
great difficulty in saying that, under certain circumstances, 
express malice may not be imputed to and proved against a cor- 
poration aggregate,” proceeded to give judgment for the plain- 
tiffs on a demurrer to a declaration in which the defendants 
were charged with the false and malicious publication, by means 
of the telegraph on their line, of a libel against certain bankers, 
to the effect that their bank had stopped payment. In the 
course of the judgment in this case, Lord Campbell also inti- 
mated his opinion that an action of libel would lie against a 
gene journal—such as the Solicitors’ Journal—which should 

conducted by a corporation aggregate, limited. 


PRACTICE — COMMISSION TO EXAMINE WITNESSES ABROAD. 
Fischer v. Sztary, 6 W. R., Q. B., 549. 
The power of the superior courts of law to issue a commis- 
sion for the examination of witnesses out of their jurisdiction, 
ds chiefly upon the statute 13 Geo. 3, c. 63, as extended 
by that of 1 Will. 4,c. 22. By the provisions of these Acts, if 
a witness, whose evidence may be required for the purposes of 
any action, resides in any of the colonies, including India, the 
commission or mandamus is addressed to some court of the 
place in which he so resides; but if he resides out of the juris- 
diction, and not in the colonies, the commission is usually ad- 
to the judges of some court, in their individual capacity, 
Although,’however, the Courts will not, unless on special ground, 
depart from the ordinary form of, or procedure relating to, the 
commission (for example, they recently refused to insert adirec- 
tion to the commissioners to commence with the examination 
of the plaintiff's witnesses, Follett v. Delany, 7 C. B. 775), yet, 
in more than one instance, they have lately shown a desire not 
to be fettered by technical rules respecting them. ‘Thus, where 
& commission issued at the instance of the defendant to an 
English barrister, to examine witnesses in Germany, and it was 
that such witnesses (being Prussians) could, by the Prus- 
sian law, be examined on oath by the judge of a Prussian court 
only (a rule which prevented the execution of the commission), 
& second commission was directed to issue to » Prussian court 
or judge (as an individual), without requiring the commissioner 
to be sworn (Lumley v. Gye, 3 Ell. & Bl. 114). So, also, in the 
case under discussion, where a commission, addressed to the 
uals composing an Austrian court, had been returned 
Wnexecuted, on the ground that it should have been addressed 
to the court itself, ae Court of Queen’s Bench directed a 
commission to issue, so addressed, and, moreover, con- 
sented to omit the usual clause, which 'prescribes the form of 
oath to be administered to the witnesses. 
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Professional Tntelligence. 


ORDER IN CHANCERY. 
Crossing OF ACCOUNTANT-GENERAL’S OFFICE DURING 


VACATION, 
June 5, 1858, 

Whereas it is proper that the accounts kept by the Accoun- 
tant-General of this court should be examined and compared 
in order to settle the same, and whereas it will require consi- 
derable time to perfect such examination, and it is necessary 
that a time should be appointed for closing the books of 
accounts of the said Accountant-General for the pur afore- 
said, I do order that the books of the said Accountant-General 
be closed from and after Friday, the 20th day of August next, 
to Thursday, the 28th day of October next, inclusive, except- 
ing upon the days and for the purposes hereinafter mentioned, 
in order to adjust the accounts of the suitors with the books 
kept at the Bank; and that during that time no draft for any 
money, except as hereinafter provided, or certificate for any 
effects under the care and direction of this Court, be signed or 
delivered out by the said Accountant-General, or any stocks or 
annuities accepted or transferred by him relating to the suitors 
of this court, And that no purchase, sale, or transfer be made 
by the said Accountant-General, unless the order, request, or 
Registrar's certificate, be left at his office on or before Monday, 
the 9th day of August next. And that no order for payment 
of any money out of court, which may be then in court, be 
received at the Accountant-General’s office after Thursday, the 
12th day of August next. Provided nevertheless, that the 
office of the said Accountant-General shall be open on Thurs- 
day the 14th, Friday the 15th, and Saturday the 16th days of 
October next, for the delivery out of any regular interest drafts 
which may have become payable in respect of the October 
dividends, and of any other regular interest drafts which shall 
have become payable during the closing of ‘the office as afore- 
said. And to the end that the suitors may have notice hereof, 
and apply to the Court, as there shall be occasion, to have money 
paid to them out of the Bank, or stocks, or annuities transferred 
to them before the said 20th day of August next, I do order 
that this order be entered and affixed up in the several offices 
of this court. (Signed) CHELMSFORD, C, 





ADMISSIONS UNDER THE PROBATES AND LET- 
TERS OF ADMINISTRATION ACT. 

The Master of the Rolls will allow any persons desirous of . 
being admitted as solicitors under the 43rd section of the Pro- 
bate Amendment Act to take the requisite oaths on any day 
during ‘Trinity Term, 1858, at the Rolls Court, Chancery-lane, 
such persons having previously left the necessary papers show- 
ing their title to be so admitted at the Secretary's Office, Rolls- 
yard, and having given due notice to the Clerk of the Petty 
Bag, and appointed a time with him for taking the said oaths. 

(Signed) A. Cox, Seeretary. 

Secretary’s Office, Rolls-yard, Chancery-lane. 





LONDON AND COUNTRY COMMISSIONS TO ADMI. 
NISTER OATHS IN CHANCERY. 
FurtHer RecGuiations, May, 1858. 

Where the applicant has been a proctor and has been admitted _ 
as a solicitor of the Court of Chancery under the provisionsof 
the Act of the 20th & 21st Vict. c. 77, he shall be allowed, 
in computing the necessary period of ten years practice as a 
solicitor, to reckon the period of his practice as a proctor as if 
it had been practice as a solicitor. 





CALLS TO THE BAR.—June 7. 

InneR Temrre.—John Millidge Putnam, Esq. B.A,, Wil- 
liam Henry Butler, Esq., B.A., Richard Lomax, Esq., LL.B., 
Hugh John Mareus Williams, Es sq., B.A., Francis Fitzroy, Esq., 
B.A., Alfred Bonham Carter, Esq., Thomas Roberts, Esq., M.A., 
‘Thomas Vallance, Esq., John Vincent Lane, Esq., Harvey 
Darrell Stewart, Esq, and Charles Hen: Dashwood, Esq. 

Mippie TeMPLe.—Morris Simeon penheim, Esq., Cer- 
tificate of Honour of the first class, awarded by the Council of 
Legal. Education ; John Baker Greene, Esq., Certificate of 
Hohour of the first class, awarded by the Council of Legal 
Education, A.B.M.B. Trinity College, Dublin; John Wilcoxon 
Rooth, Esq., William Bruce, =" won Anderson Fawns, Esq., 
William — Wentworth, ime peg id 
Exeter College, Oxford, MA.; uel eat fen ten: 
Connon, Esq. 
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Luvcoun'’s Inn.—Henry Carne Oats, LL.B., London (Cer- 
tificate of Honour of the first class); William Stratford Dug- 
dale, jun., M.A., Oxford; Edward Lloyd, B.A., Cambridge; 
George Sidney Read, M.A., Oxford; Vincent. Thomas Thomp- 
son, M.A., Cambridge; Owen William Lloyd, B.A., Cambridge; 
Charles James Fife "Stuart, ¥sq.; Arthur Kekewich, M.A, 
Oxford; ‘Thomas Edward Howe, M.A, Oxford; William Grif. 
fith, BA. Cambridge; Francis Worge Duke, Esq.; Charles 
Campbell, Esq.; George Frederick Nell, S.C.L., Cambridge; 
Samuel Hawksley Burbury, M.A., Cambridge; Charles Wil- 
liam Upton, M.A., Cambridge ; Richard Jones, jun, B.A,, 
London ; George Hudson, j jun., B.A., Oxford ; James Price Beck, 
B.A,, Oxford; Daniel Conner Lathbury, BA, Oxford ; and 
Leonard Henry Courtney, B.A., Cambridge. 


CANDIDATES WHO PASSED THE EXAMINATION. 
Trinity Term, 1858. 


Names of Candidates. To whom Articled, Assigned, &c 
William Gorham. 
Robert Norris. 
Arthar C. Sharland. 
Frederick Browne Bell. 
Mercer & Edwards, 
John Blackburn. 
G. Robert Dodd, jun. 
Thomas Edwards; Alfred Osborne. 
. John Luke Haigh. 
Clay, Bewjamin Sherard, B.A....... John Swift ; James Blenkinsop. 
Thoma: s Cooper. 
Charlies K. Freshfield. 
Alfred Baldwin East. 
{Francis Higgins; C. M. R. Cham- 
{ berlain. 
Field, Samuel, jun. — ves a ee 
rnelius Benson ; nezer Sargent; 
Foster, Robert Hale { Edward Mitton. 
George Gordon; William A. Day. 
Furness, John John Hotson. 
{Robert Alexander Anderson; Wil- 
{liam Daubeny ; William Lovell. 
Charles James Gunner. 
Thomas Grundy. 
James Christopher Gregory. 
John Adolphus Young. 
-. Jdames-Hammond. 
Arthur Elley Finch. 
Thurstan George Dale. 
Thomas Cree, jun. 
- Henry Davies. 
William Welsby. 
Joseph William Harris. 
Edwin John Hayes. 
Benjamin Charles Godwin. 
Jot Randall. 
Thomas Baker Cox. 
Frederick Lewis Brown; William 
Simons. 
Richard Mullings. 
John Packwood. 
Robert Norris, jun. ; Charles John 
Allen, 
William Parsons. 
George Presswell. 


Langman, Henry 

London, William James 
Martin, Alexander 
Mayhew, Charles Frederick 


Parry, Charles John Robert 


Parsons, Frederick William 
Pressweil, George Jardine 


Price, Archibald Swayne Hugh B. Roberts. 
‘ 1. Harb 


John Southerden Burn. 

Thomas Woodburne. 

Peter Wright. 

William B. Young ; John Rogers. 


Edward William Johnson. 
William 
- Thomas W. 
+ John Whitley. 
‘Thomas, - Henry John Hollier. 
Thompson, Henry «++ Henry Thompson, 
Verming, John James E ombe.. lake, Keith, & Blake; Wm. Vizard. 
Wi it, Robert Shank, B.A... Robert Arnold Wainewright. 
Walker, Edward William & John Walker. 
Walls, Edward Henry Bellingham.. Robert Azlack White. 
woe Edward J. K. & J. Watkins. 
Henry George Kobinson. 
Thomas Ww orn Thomas Roberts. 


¢ Church. 
Henry Charles Chilton. 


bbs ; Francis Lowe. 





Correspondence. 


DUBLIN.—(From our own Correspondent.) 
TRanxsver ov Lasp iN Imevanp. 
The Bill to facilitate the sale and transfer of land in Ireland, 
introduced by the Attorney-General for Ireland, and of which 
an outline was presented to your readers some weeks since,* 





* $.J., May 22, p. 606. 


continues to be the leading subject of remark in 


professional 
circles, while it attracts a larger share of the public attention — 
than usually falls to the lot of legal measures. Although the — 


framers of that Bill can lay little claim to originality of design, 
they are at least entitled to the credit of having collected and 
embodied nearly all the suggestions, of any value, that have 
been thrown out from time to time by their predecessors, or by 
others conversant with the subject. It is generally un 

that the Bill is to become law this session; and, rather than 
endanger its safe progress through the legislature, certain 
clauses, against which strong objections may be urged, will be 
modified, or, if need be, abandoned. 


As far as the composition of the proposed “ Landed Estates. 


Court” is concerned, the propositions contained in the Bill, that 
only two of the existing judges of the Encumbered Estates 
Court shall be continued, and that the more recently-appointed 
of those two shall be, in point of salary, above the other, is 
generally considered to be both impolitic and unjust. The 
jurisdiction of the Court is to be enlarged, and the judicial 
strength of the Court ought, therefore, to be kept up. The 
opinion expressed in a recent leading article in the Times, that 
it is injudicious to dispense with the services of “the most 
efficient of the commissioners,” Mr. Commissioner Hargreave, 
is also the opinion of both branches of the profession. When 
the Bill comes to be considered in committee some remon- 
strances will doubtless be uttered against this part of the 
scheme; and the Government may yet be induced to con- 
stitute a Court consisting of the three present judges, 
to be placed on an equal footing, “both as regards 
emolument and jurisdiction. Another clause, also felt to be 
open to objection, is that which provides for the appointment of 
conveyancing counsel. Now, apart from the fact that there 
are in Ireland no pure conveyancers, who, from exclusive atten- 
tion to that department of practice, may be expected to be 
more conversant than other counsel are with points connected 
with real property law, there are considerations arising out of 
the very nature and objects of parliamentary title which lead 
to the conclusion, that, however useful conveyancing counsel 
may prove in other courts, they should have no place in a 
tribunal where title ‘is judicially investigated, and assured. The 
responsibility of granting this title, good as against all the 
world, should rest with the Court itself, as it has heretofore 
done with the Encumbered Estates Court. The judges of the 
Court should not be encouraged to shift that responsibility upon 
others, however agreeable it may seem to be relieved of an 
one~ous task. The public must not be thus deprived of their 
main assurance, that the rights of all persons are protected. On 
grounds like these do many practitioners object to the appoint- 
ment of conveyancing counsel to the new Court; and, from 
expressions used by the law officers during the last discussion 
in Parliament, it seems probable, that, in this particular, the 
Bill will undergo alteration in committee. 

But two clauses in the new Bill appear to be framed with the 
view of carrying out any of the notions of the Registration of 
Title Commissioners. One of them is to enable owners of land, 
who are not selling, but who merely desire to be put in such a 
position as will enable them with ease to sell or mortgage at a 
future time, to obtain a “declaration of title” from the Court. 
This clause is not free from objection, but it will probably 
stand, as it recommends itself to the feelings of many land- 
owners who cannot comprehend the increased security which a 
public sale and conveyance affords against injury to the rights 
of claimants. Lawyers may consider a judicial investigation 
of title warranted only by a°change of ownership; but the 
owners of land seem convinced that great benefits will accrue 
to them if they are enabled to have their titles examined and 
certified at any time; and their influence, as a class, of course 
predominates in both Houses of Parliament, The other para- 
graph in the Bill, which is to some extent designed to carry 
out the views of Mr. Secretary Walpole and his brother com- 
missioners, is one directing that certificates of title shall be 
placed on record in the registry office. On the whole, this im- 
portant measure appears to be a well-considered and a satisfac- 
tory one; and as the Government have resolved to make every 
effort to place it on the statute-book of the present session, 
there is reason to conclude that in less than two months, Par- 
liamentary title will be no longer temporary and exceptional 
in its character, but will be perpetuated as the recognised. in- 
variable method of transferring land in Ireland. 


Lrasinity or A Rarway Company issurxc THROUGH- 
TICKETS. 


In the Court of Queen’s Bench, on Tuesday, an egoticntiont 





was made to substitute service of a writ of summons and plaint, 
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der the following very unusual circumstances:—The Rev- 
omas Millard, while travelling between Belfast and London, 
fell a victim to the lamentable railway accident which lately 
gecurred at or near to Nuneaton, on the London and North- 
western line. Mr. Millard had purchased his ticket at Belfast, 
where “through” tickets are now issued by arrangement between 
the various companies, enabling travellers to proceed to any of 
the chief towns in the United Kingdom. The present action is 
brought by the widow and administratrix of the deceased, 
against the London and North-Western Company, in the Court 
here, on the ground, that, the contract having been made by the 
- ga agent of that Company, the Irish Courts have jurisdic- 


Vhtee some deliberation an order was made by the Court, 
substituting service, and directing copies of the writ and the 
order to be sent to the agent of the company at Belfast, and to 
Mr. Huish, the manager at Euston-square. 





PAYMENT OF COUNSEL’S FEES. 

To the Editor of Tue Soxicitors’ Journat & REPORTER. 

Smr,—The imposition of a penny stamp duty on cheques 

yable to “bearer” (as well as on those to “ order,” which 
were liable to it before), affords an occasion for bringing under 
the notice of the profession a very easy means of preventing a 
large portion of those embezzlements of barristers’ fees by their 
clerks which have of late years unhappily been so common. 
This is simply that solicitors should draw their fee-cheques 
payable to the order of the barristers for whom they are in- 
tended, 


The mode in which the embezzlements above adverted to are 
effected is usually as follows:—The clerk receives fees which 
he does not enter in the fee-book as paid, but appropriates to 
his own purposes, When more fees come in, he enters the 
money in the fee-book against the former fees which appear 
as unpaid; and thus he goes on, frequently for years, gradually 
increasing the amount of his peculations, until some accident 
discloses the delinquency. 

Now, this is a species of depredation against which it is 
almost impossible for a barrister to guard himself, however 
carefully he may examine his clerk’s accounts; for, unless the 
clerk is so wanting in cunning as to allow the payments of any 

i client to become (apparently) grossly in arrear, there 

nothing to lead the barrister to suspect that anything is 

wrong, since, owing to various causes, fees are frequently not 
paid until long after they have been earned. 

Were, however, the payments made by means of cheques to 
the order of the barrister, those cheques could not be made 
available without his signature, and thus the fact of the pay- 
ment would be brought to his knowledge. A barrister so care- 
less as to indorse cheques without seeing that they were pro- 
perly entered in his fee-book, would have himself to thank 
were he robbed. 

The _importance, not merely of saving my branch of the 

from pecuniary loss, but of forbearing to place a 
dangerous temptation in the hands of a class of persons, some 
of whom are weak enough to yield to it, must be my apology 
for thus trespassing upon your valuable space.—I remain, Sir, 
your obedient servant, A Barrister. 

London, June 2, 1858. 

————-__ > — 


Rehicw. 


The Act to Amend the’ Law relating to Probates and Letters of 
Administration, and the Rules and Orders, with an Introduction, 
Notes, and an Index. By. Richard JEBB, Esq., M.A., of 
Lincoln’ s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Norton. 1858. 

The Practice of Probate and Administration, under 20 & 21 Vict. 
«77. By CHARLES WYCLIFFE GooDWIN, M.A., of Lin- 
coln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law. “ Law Times ” Office, 29, 
Essex street. 1858, 


No great change in the law ever takes place without giving 
tise to the publication of several books, undertaken by their 
tespective authors with the laudable object of explaining the 
nature of the changes, and assisting those whose business it is 
toact upon and carry out the principles and practice of the 
new régime; and, assuredly, the important alteration that was 
made by the Act of last session (20 & 21 Vict. c. 77), entitled, 
“An Act to amend the Law relating to Probates and Letters of 

rc ome requires the explanation and assist- 
nee of those who feel themselves able to impart information to 
their brother practitioners as much as any improvement in the 








law that was ever made. The state of the ecclesiastical law, 
as to the granting of probates and letters of administration, and. 
the practice that obtained in the peculiar courts that had juris- 
diction in those matters, was, before .the passing of that mea- 
sure, very little known to the general body of the legal profes- 
sion. In one chamber at Doctors’-commons, the business of the 
Prerogative Court, the Court of Arches, the Consistory Court, 
and the Court of Admiralty, was all transacted, and the advo- 
cates and proctors had a monopoly of the work there, and never 
came into professional conflict with the other members of the 
profession, except before the judicial committee of the Privy 
Council. 

The unsatisfactory state of the jurisdiction in matters testa- 
mentary had been long felt, and the necessity of a change ad- 
mitted; but for twenty-five years (during which time the 
subject. had been more or less pressed upon law reformers) 
the difficulties of the task baffled every attempt at legis- 
lation, and it remained for the administration of which 
Lord Palmerston was chief, with Lord Cranworth as 
Chancellor, and Sir Richard Bethell as Attorney-General, 
successfully to introduce aad carry a measure to effect the 
reform which all felt to be desirable, but the difficulties sur- 
rounding which had been too great for previous administrations. 
The ecclesiastical commissioners, who were appointed in 1832 to 
inquire into the subject, recommended merely the abolishing ot 
all the smaller jurisdictions, and concentrating the jurisdiction 
in matters testamentary in the Prerogative Courts of Canter- 
bury and York; whilst the Real Property Commissioners 
thought that it would be a sufficient change to concentrate:the 
non-contentious business in one office, and transfer the con- 
tentious jurisdiction to the Court of Chancery; but the report 
of neither of these commissions advocated a sufficiently sweep- 
ing change to render their recommendations acceptable. Other 
commissions have subsequently, from time to time, issued, 
and their recommendations met with no better success. At 
last, in 1854, a report was made by a commission, of which 
Dr. Lushington, Sir, John Dodson, the Queen’s Advocate, and. 
Mr. Rolt, were members, and, after more than one abortive 
attempt to found a Bill upon it, the present Act was success- 
fully introduced and carried. 

The first fundamental change made by the Act is, that. it. 
vests in the Queen the jurisdiction in matters testamentary. 
Hitherto, the Ecclesiastical Court was the only one in which, 
except by special prescription, the validity of wills of per- 
sonalty could be established or disputed. How the Eccle- 
siastical Courts obtained that exclusive jurisdiction it is not 
material now to inquire; it. seems that it grew up by custom, , 
and usage, for Linwood, writing in the year 1422, in the reign 
of King Henry VI. (De Testamentis), says, that the probate of 
testaments appertained to the ordinaries (de consuetudine 
Anglix et non de communi jure; see 9 Co. Rep. p.38); but 
now the voluntary and contentious jurisdiction and authority 
of all ecclesiastical, royal peculiar, peculiar, manorial, and 
other courts and persons in England, having jurisdiction or 
authority to grant or revoke probate of wills, or letters of ad-, 
ministration, is declared in respect of such matters absolutely 
to cease, and such jurisdiction is vested in her Majesty, to be 
exercised in a court emanating directly from her, as the foun- 
tain of all justice. The number of different jurisdictions, 
amounting, as Mr. Jebb tells us, to upwards of 300, that 
flourished under the old system, each with its own rules of 
practice and mode of procedure, makes one wonder that it 
should have survived so long. ‘Their business, it is true, con- 
sisted chiefly of what is called common-form business, and was 
transacted by men of high ¢haracter and good standing, but 
considerable difficulties in points of law were sometimes to be 
met with, and the practitioners did not enjoy the advantage 
of having good books of practice to consult. Mr. Coote, in the 
preface to his Common Form. Practice, noticed in. this journal 
on 30th of January, said: “ Hitherto there has been no attempt 
in a monograph form to explain the principles which , regulate 
the granting of probate and letters of administration.” . And he 
assigned the following reason: “So long as the practice in 
common form was, by law, confined to certain select practi- 
tioners, to whose skill and character no exception was raised, 
such a kind-ef explanation was not required either by the pub- 
lic or the general legal profession.” 

But however well they might have got‘on formerly without 
a good hand-book of common-form practice, now that solici- 
tors and attorneys-at-law are allowed to practise in the Court 
of Probate, a necessity for such a work is felt, and Mr. Coote 
has certainly satisfied the requirements of the Lappin: he. in 
that respect, in a very able manner. No attorney or 
who makes up his mind to practise himself in the Probate 
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Court, instead of getting his business there done by the proctors 
on agency terms, should be without it. At the same time it 
will be observed that it does not meet every want that is felt, 
for it applies only to the common-form practice, and does not 
touch contentious matters. 

Mr. Goodwin and Mr. Jebb, on the other hand, do not limit 
themselves to non-contentious matters, but have adapted their 
books to the contentious as well as the common-form business. 
Mr. Goodwin’s book does not contain or pretend to any ela- 
borate explanation of the law, but is carefully compiled with a 
view to making it useful. For that purpose he has liberally 
interspersed with the text the rules and orders, together with 
such forms as appeared to him necessary to explain the parti- 
cular matter treated of. Anyone might, no doubt, refer to 
the rules and forms for himself, and discover those which he 
was in search of, but that would be at some sacrifice of time 
and trouble, which persons in good business are not unwilling 
to avoid; and as these rules and orders are very voluminous, 
and no index to them is given, he would not find the task par- 
ticularly agreeable or easy. But Mr. Jebb, in his very use- 
ful work, has given copious references to the new rules, as 
well as the forms, in the general index, and thereby ren- 
dered his book one of the most practical and convenient of 
the many published on this subject. His notes, too, though 
not numerous, are very judicious, and the information to be 
derived from them, and from his “Introduction,” will be found 
of considerable assistance in rightly understanding the Act. 
A curious omission in the Act is alluded to by both authors. By 
the 40th section, all persons who, at the time of the passing of the 
statute (Aug. 25, 1857), had been admitted advocates in any of 
the Ecclesiastical Courts were declared entitled to practise as 
advocates or counsel in all matters and causes whatsoever in the 
Court of Probate, and serjeants and barristers-at-law in all 
contentious matters in the said court, but no provision is made 
for a succession of practitioners in non-contentious matters as 
the advocates of the present day diminish in number. Possibly 
it may be intended to throw all the business open to barristers as 
well as advocates. Advocates at the time of the passing of the 
Act are, by the 41st section, entitled to practise as counsel in 
the courts of law and equity, and solicitors and attorneys are 
allowed to practise as proctors, and proctors as solicitors and 
attorneys, so that the tendency of legislation seems to be towards 
the abolition of monopolies and perfect,freedom in the way of 
practice. 

The advocates who have at present exclusive audience in court 
in non-contentious matters, received of course no compensation 
for loss sustained by them by the abolition of the Ecclesi- 
astical Courts; and the Bill as originally framed gave the 
proctors also a monopoly in the common-form practice, and 
made no provision for compensating them; but they not caring 
for that monopoly after power was conferred upon district 
registrars, by the 46th section, to grant probate of wills of 
persons who had a fixed place of abode within the district, 
gave up their monopoly, and strongly urged their claim and 
obtained compensation. What the practical effect of the Act 
is upon their business in testamentary matters, we do not 
know with accuracy; but we have reason to believe that 
although their monopoly is gone, they have no cause to com- 
plain of serious diminution of business, 

The common-form practice of the Court of Probate is sup- 
posed by some to be so simple, that nothing more is wanted for 
the full understanding of it than a copy of the Act, and the 
rules and forms issued thereunder; but a glance at Mr. Coote’s 
book before mentioned will show that, although there may be 
no very great difficulty, yet there are certain rules and princi- 
ples according to which the non-contentious business is admin- 
tered, and with which it is necessary to be acquainted. We 
might take, as an illustration, where the application of these 
principles is not so easy, a case which must not unfrequently 
happen, where two persons, in immediate succession to each 
other, have perished by the same calamity—such as shipwreck, 
railway accident, or otherwise. If a claim of succession be 
advanced on behalf of either of them, a survivorship must be 
shown of the successor over the predecessor, and questions of 
nicety arise on claims to the property and to the administra- 
tion of it.. It is seldom that there is any direct evidence 
to show which survived the other, and the Court of Chancery 
and the Prerogative Court do pot seem always to have acted on 
the same general rules. Mr. Coote discusses these questions in 
his chapter entitled Commorientes very ably. ‘The authorities 
are not uniform, and it is by no means clear what evidence will 
be sufficient to satisfy the Court, or rather to justify it in pre- 
suming that one survived the other. In a case in equity Vice- 
Chancellor Knight Bruce upheld the presumption that one 





brother who was older and a more robust and experienced 
sailor than the other survived that other; but in the 
Prerogative Court Sir H. J. Fust acted on the prin. 
ciple that the parties must be presumed to have died’ 
at the same time, unless there was something to show that 
one survived the other; and so where husband and wife 
were shipwrecked together, although it was urged that the his-’ 
band, was more robust, and more capable of prolonging his 
struggle for existence than a woman, he refused to grant admi- 
nistration of the wife’s property to the next of kin of the hus.’ 
band, but granted it to her next of kin. We quite agree with 
Mr. Coote that “the law on this subject is in an unsatisfactory 
state, and imperatively calls for settlement in this age of rail- 
way and oceanic intercommunication, and the dire calamities 
constantly attendant upon it.” 
> : 


Parliamentary Proceedings. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, June 4. 
CHANCERY AMENDMENT BILL. 


The Lornp CHANCELLOR brought up the report of the select 
committee on the Bill for amending the mode of procedure in 
the Court of Chancery. 

Lord BrouaHam expressed his satisfaction at the prompti- 
tude with which the committee had repcrted. 


Tuesday, June 8, 
CHANCERY AMENDMENT BILL. 

On the consideration of the report of amendments to this’ 
Bill, 

Lord Broveuam said, the Bill was the cvnverse of a some- 
what material amendment of the Courts of Chancery and 
Common Law, passed by the Common Law Procedure Act. He 
had prepared an amendment to carry out his views, but he 
would forbear moving it until the third reading of the Bill, in 
the hope that its promoters would make the requisite alteration. 

After a few words from Lord CAMPBELL, 

Lord Sr. Lronarps said, if the Bill passed in its present 
form, in every case of specific performance of contract there 
would be another issue raised as to the amount of damages; 
and he objected to a judge in equity sitting by himself to assess 
damages, without the intervention of a jury. The Bill went 
further than the recommendations of the commissioners. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR said, the only advance in the Bill 
upon the report of the commissioners was in supplying ma- 
chinery to enable the judges to perform the functions which 
were given to them. ‘he Bill had been considered in the other 
House, where it received the unanimous approval of legal 
members, and therefore he hoped there would be no objection 
to its passing in its present shape. 

Lord CranwortH thought that there was no power con- 
veyed by the Bill to intrust the assessment of damages to chief 
clerks, and therefore an amendment was unnecessary. 

After a few words from Lord Brovenam the report was 


‘agreed to. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, June 3rd. 
Trustees Reiger Brx1. 
On the motion of Mr. HEapLAM, {the select committee on 
this Bill was appointed, 
Friday, June 4th. 
Trrat or tHE Rorat British Bank Drrectors. 
Mr. Brapy asked whether the scale of remuneration for the 
payment of the witnesses summoned on behalf of the Crown 
at the trial of the Royal British Bank directors had been 
arranged, and if so, when the witnesses might expect as fg on 
Mr. Harpy said, that a scale of remuneration had been 
settled, following the rule in civil cases. Arrangements would 
very shortly be made for payment. 


SALE AND TRANSFER OF LAND IN IRELAND. 


The Soricrror-GENERAL said, he tMsted, if they sueceeded 
in passing a wise measure of this kind with regard to Ireland, 
they would also be able to extend it to this country. There 
were few taxes to which the land of this eountry was 
which pressed upon it so —_— as those connected the 
dealing of land in the way of sale and transfer. A méasuafe 
was passed some years ago which put an end to a form that was 


‘wasnt iB 
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on every sale of an estate—viz. of assigning what 
were called “ attendant terms” connected with the estate. With 
the view to ascertain how much was saved by that one Act of 
Parliament, he consulted a most eminent conveyancer, who 
went very carefully into the matter, and the result showed 
that the saving could not be less than £300,000 a-year. The 
expense of assigning those “ attendant terms” was a mere frag- 
ment in the cost attending the sale and transfer of land; and if 
they might ever look -to the application of a system by which 
titles to estates could be given in this country as safe as those 
conferred under the jurisdiction of the Encumbered Estates 
Court in Ireland,every landowner in England would increase the 
fee-simple value of his property probably from 5 to 10 per cent. 
With respect to the clause touching the employment of con- 
ysyancing counsel, the explanation he received was, that at 
present there was an investigation into every abstract of title 
in the Encumbered Estates Court. When the title was brought 
into Court it was referred to some counsel for examination, the 
counsel being selected by the solicitor promoting the proceed- 
ings, and the fees for such examination were paid as part of 
the expenses. ‘The Chief Commissioner had found that those 
examinations were totally unsatisfactory and useless to the 
Court, creating needless expense to the suitors; and he thought 
that if there were to be such investigations care should be 
taken, by providing a proper staff of conveyancing counsel, 
that they should be performed in a satisfactory manner. That 
was the object of the clause, but it still ap to him (the 
Solicitor-General) that it was a subject worthy of considera- 
tion, whether that provision was desirable, but that was a matter 
that could be considered in committee. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said, he thought England and 
Ireland would reap incalculable benefits from the establish- 
ment in each country of a court empowered to deal with titles 
to land, in the manner in which titles had been dealt with by 
the Encumbered Estates Court. 


Rartway LEGISLATION. 


Colonel Patren asked the President of the Board of Trade 
whether Government had taken into consideration the present 
system of railway legislation, and whether they were prepared 
to recommend any alteration. 

Mr. HENLEY could not say the Government were prepared 
to recommend legislation on the subject. His hon. friend had 
given notice of motion for a commission of inquiry; and he 
(Mr. Henley) thought the time had come when they ought to 
inquire how far the recommendations of the committee of the 
member for Oxford had been acted on, and what had been their 
effects. If his hon. friend would propose the appointment of a 
committee for that purpose, he would be prepared, on the part 
of Government, to give his assent to it, and to do all in his 
power to promote the inquiry. 

Colonel Parren, after this answer, would withdraw his 
notice for a commission, and would move for a commitree of 
inquiry into the working of the resolutions passed hy the 
committee of the member for Oxford, and their effects on the 
railway world. 

Monday, June 7. 
CopYHOLDs. 
The Sotic1ror-GENERAL laid on the table a Bill for amend- 


ing the law as to copyholds. 
The Bill was read a first time. 


Joint-Stock Companies Acts AMENDMENT BILL. 

Mr, Hentey brought in a Bill to amend the Joint-stock 
Companies Acts 1856 and 1857, and the Joint-stock Banking 
Companies Act 1857. 

The Bill was read a first time. 


Thursday, June 10. 
Drarts on Bankers Law AMENDMENT BILt. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL moved the second reading of this 
Bill, stating his intention to add clauses which he trusted 
would meet the wishes of all. He should move, on the follow- 
ing day, that the Bill should be committed pro forma, and he 
should propose to recommit the Bil] on a future day. 

Mr. Gin trusted that any question arising on the principle 
ofthe Bill might be discussed upon the committal. 

The ArroRNEY-GENERAL.—Certainly. 

The Bill was then read a second time. 

Law or Property AMENDMENT BILL. 

‘This Bill was read a second time, with the understanding 

discussion 


that the should be taken on the motion for going 
into committee on the Bill. 





Writs or Britisn Susyecrs ABROAD. 


The ATTORNEY-GENERAL moved for leave to bring in a 
Bill to amend the law relating to the wills of British subjects 
resident or domiciled abroad, and to the granting of adminis- 
tration to the estates and effects of such persons dying intestate. 
He said, the Bill was substantially the same as that which was 
passed during the last session. ‘The discussion might be taken 
on the second reading. 

Leave was given. 


‘f 


Surivical Society. 





The following is a summary of Mr. W. H. Bennet’s paper, so 
far as it relates to Mahomedan law in India:— 

The Koran, in the opinion of Mussulmans, is the basis of all 
law—religious, civil, and criminal. The law, as there ex- 
pounded, bears a remarkable similarity to the Jewish law, and 
we meet with singular coincidences at every step. The next 
authority in Mahomedan law is the sunnihs (precepts), and 
hadis (traditions), or the body of oral law, supposed to contain 
the actions, precepts, and sayings of Mahomet himself, not 
written during his life, but handed down to his posterity by 
authorised persons. There are other sources of Mahomedan 
law, more especially the Ijmfa, or a collection of decisions of 
the immediate followers of the Prophet, collected by learned 
men called hafiz (preservers), which is looked up to with vene- 
ration by all Mussulmans, ‘The sect which is known by the 
name of Abu-Hanifah, another great writer on law, who lived 
in the eighth century, embraces almost the whole of the Maho- 
medan world. Lieut.-Col. V. Kennedy, in an elaborate paper 
in the “Journal of the Royal Asiatic Society,” has classified 
the principles of Mahomedan law in the same form as Black- 
stone had done with respect to English law. Adopting this 
division for the purpose of the present paper. - 

1. As to the rights of persons:—The duties of the prince 
or sovereign are accurately defined, as are those of the 
kuzis, mufties, college preceptors, teachers, and others. The 
collection of the revenue, and the persons liable to assess- 
ments, form also a most important chapter under this 
head. Their jurists hold that revenue is paid to the king 
and his officers, in trust for defraying the expenses of pro- 
tection and government, and for the subsistence of certain 
classes of the people; that it is lawfully derived from three 
sources—tenths, a land-tax, and a capitation tax. The first 
they called ushr, or a tenth, which alone was paid by the true 
believer; the other is called khiraj, and amounted to one-half 
of the produce of land, levied on such people as were 
subjected either by capitulation or by force of arms. The 
revenues of Mahomedar princes arise, therefore, from taxes 
payable out of land and a capitation tax. The rights of 
persons to property, and-~their powers of alienation, are 
also well defined. ‘The opinion of Hanifah is thus stated— 
“A man may, in his lifetime, aliene the whole of his 
property, but he cannot bequeath more than one-third of it. 
Property aliened to charitable uses cannot be atiected by gift, 
sale, or inheritance. Such property cannot be divided, but the 
rents arising from it may be divided. ‘The alienor may impose 
conditions on the aliene, and may appoint an administrator 
of the property aliened, and these dispositions are protected by 
the law. The rents arising from alienations shall first be em- 
ployed in the cultivation of the land, the repairs of buildings, 
and such necessary expenses, and then appropriated for the 
purposes of the foundation. Whenever waste or negligence 
takes place, the magistrate shall interpose his authority, and 
either cause the adininistrators to observe the laws, or, in case 
of disobedience or inability, take the management of the founda- 
tion into his own hands.” 

The relations of private life are equally well ascertained— 
those of husband and wife, parent and child, guardian and ward 
are strictly defined. ‘That of master and servant, as known to 
us, can hardly be said to exist, as it is not acknowledged by 
the Mahomedan law, which regards the employment of one 
free man by another merely a contract, and treats it only 
as such. The law does not sanction or impose any peculiar 
duties or obligations either on the part of the employer or that 
of the person employed. Domestic duties are performed by 
slaye8, and, as to them, a right of manumission exists, the legal 
effect of which is the admission of the slave, if a Moslem, to all 
the rights and privileges of a Mahomedan. His previous bon- 
dage leaves no disgrace or disabilities behind it. 

2. As to the rights of things. Sir William Jones, on this 
head, says— Land, rent, and goods are, in the language ‘of all 
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Mahomedan lawyers, property alike alienable and inheritable; 
and so far is the sovereign from having any right of property in 
the goods or land of his people, that even escheats are never 
appropriated to his use, but fall into a fund for the relief of the 

As to the inheritance of property :—The division of an estate 
amongst the legal heirs is the most intricate chapter of Maho- 
medan law. The right of primogeniture is unknown amongst 
Mahomedans, and the inheritance is consequently divided in 
certain proportions amongst all the children. or other heirs; a 
wife, if there be no issue, receives a fourth, and if there be 
issue, an eighth; and a male receives as much as the share of 
two females. But every free man of sound mind, and arrived 
at years of discretion, is at liberty to bequeath by testament 
one-third of his property without the consent of his heirs; but 
for a larger proportion the consent of the heirs is requisite, in 
order to give validity to the bequest. If he have no legal heirs, 
he may bequeath the whole of his property by his last will. 
A legatee cannot be one of the legal heirs of the testator, for 
in this case he would receive a larger share than that to which 
he is entitled by law. A will, as with us, has no effect until 
the death of the testator, and he may appoint one executor or 
more for carrying it into effect after his death. The kazi may, 
however, deprive an executor of his executorship for malversa- 
tion, or on a complaint of heirs, duly substantiated by evidence. 
If he die intestate, his property may either be divided by the 
heirs amongst themselves, or the kazi may appoint an execu- 
tor. The general scope of the law on this head is very like 
our own. 

3. As to private wrongs.—The kazi is the sole magistrate and 
judge, and in almost all cases, whether of public or private 
wrong, the action originates in the viva voce complaint of the 
injured person. If the kazi is of opinion that there are suffi- 
cient grounds of complaint, he summons the defendant. At the 
hearing, plaintiff states his specific wrong. ‘The kazi then 
inquires of the defendant whether he acknowledges or denies 

- the complaint? The Mahomedan law attaches the utmost im- 
portance to the confession of the defendant, which is in all cases, 
even in capital cases, conclusive against him. But the confession 
must be entirely voluntary. If the defendant denies the 
accusation, the plaintiff must support it by evidence; but 
should he not be able to adduce anv evidence, he may require 
an oath to be administered to the defendant. 

As to the oath, it is laid down that one taken in any other 
manner than in the name of God, is invalid. Unbeliovers are 
to swear simply by God, in whose existence all people believe; 
but a Jew is to swear by saying, “I swear by the God that 
revealed the Pentateuch to Moses;” a Christian by saying, “I 
swear by the God that sent down the gospel to Jesus.” 

The following is a specimen of the rules laid down by 
Mahomedan writers for the guidance of the kazis:-— 

When the parties in a cause are before him, a kazi shall con- 
duct himself in every respect with the strictest impartiality to 
each,—he must not speak privately to either of them. or make 
signs to him, or prompt or instruct him in the conducting of 
his cause, because such conduct renders his justice suspected, 
and at the same time discourages the other, who will at once 
give up his right when he suspects that th» kazi favours his 
adversary; he must not even smile or laugh towards one of them, 
because this will encourage him, and discourage the other. 

And again it is said, that a kazi ought not to decide a cause 
when he is hungry, or thirsty, or angry, or after a full meal, 
for these circumstances disturb the judgment and impede re- 
flection. 

4. Public wrongs.—The offences known to the Mahomedan 
law are:—misdemeanours, theft, homicide, and mayhem, adul- 
tery, highway robbery, rebellion, and apostasy. 

‘ gg following is a summary of our English judicature in 
nadia :— 


In each of the Presidencies of Bengal, Madras, and Bombay, 
there are supreme courts presided over by English judges, 
usually appointed in England. These courts have jurisdiction 
in all civil, criminal, equity, ecclesiastical, and admiralty cases, 
in which British subjects in India, or the é i of Caleutta, 
Madras or Bombay, whether Europeans or natives, are con- 
cerned, ‘This jurisdiction is regulated by the common law of 
England, the statute law as it existed in 1726, which, however, 
is controlled in certain particulars by the Acts of the Legislative 
Council of India:—by Hindu law,-as regards actions in relation 
to inheritance and succession to lands; and all manner of -con- 
tracts and accéunts between party and party in which a Hindu 
is defendant :—by the law, in all similar cases in 
which a Mussulman is defendant. An appeal lies from the 





decisions of these courts in civil suits to the Queen in 
when the subject matter in dispute exceeds 10,000 rupees, 

At this time, except where the present troubles have tem. 
porarily suspended their operation, there are throughout India 
the following numbers and kinds of these courts. the 
whole circuit of the Bengal Presidency, 523; consisting of 48 
presided over by Englishmen, civil servants of the company, 
55 by principal sudder aumeens, 30 by sudder aumeens, and 390 
by mounsiffs. ‘These three last classes of judges are almost 
wholly natives. ‘The courts have a gradation of jurisdiction. 
In the Madras Presidency, 160 courts; 29 presided over by 
English judges, or subordinate judges, 11 by principal sudder + 
aumeens, 20 by sudder aumeens, and about 100 by mounsiffs. In 
the Bombay Presidency, about 95 courts; 8 presided over by 
English judges, 8 by principal sudder aumeens, 9 by sudder 
aumeens, and about 70 by mounsiffs. Making a gross total of 
778 courts for the administration of civil justice amongst the 
nations. ‘The courts presided over by mounsiffs have jurisdic. 
tion to the extent of 300 rupees, or £30 sterling; the sudder 
aumeens to the extent of 1000 rupees, or £100 sterling. Appeals 
lie from these to the zilla and city courts, whose decisions are 
final. 

The principal sudder aumeen courts have cognizance of suits 
whether they originate in their own courts or are referred to 
them by the zilla and city courts, with an appeal to the sudder 
court, where the matter in dispute amounts to 5000 rupees, or 
£500 sterling. ‘The zilla and city courts exercise a jurisdiction to 
an unlimited amount, from 5000 rupees upwards, with an appeal 
to the sudder court at the several presidencies. ‘The courts 
presided over by Englishmen are assisted by native pundits or 
moulavies as legal officers; and, judging from the average 
number of appeals from the decisions of the principal courts to 
the Queen in council, it cannot be asserted that justice has not 
been most impartially and ably dispensed to the native litigants 
in India under our rule and the jurisdiction of these several 
courts. 
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Metropolitan and Provincial Law 
Association. 





A meeting of the managing committee was held on the 9th 
inst. 
A report of a sub-committee, appointed on the 12th of May, 
to consider Mr. Shaen’s letter tendering his resignation, was read, 
The sub-committee consisted of the following members of 
the Association. 
Mr. Devey, London. 
ANDERTON, ,, 
KENNEDY, , 


. RYLAND, Birmingham. 

INGLEBY, * 

Hore Suaw, Leeds. 
LovELL, e Street, Manchester. 
FI£Lp, 1 Avison, Liverpool, 
Cookson, ,, » Moss, Hull. 

Bower, at “ Wassrovau, Bristol. 

It appeared that five town members and five country mem- 
bers of the above committee had taken part, either personally 
or by letter, in its deliberations; and that four town members 
and four country members concurred in the recommendations 
reported; whilst one town member and one country member 
dissented from those recommendations. 

The sub-committee recommended that Mr. Shaen’s resigna- 
tion be not accepted. 

They expressed their opinion that the resignation of those 
members of the committee who happen to be also directors of 
the Law Newspaper Company was uncalled for, and would, if 
acted upon, prove a heavy loss to the association and to the 
profession. 

They recommended, further, the adoption of actiye measures 
to remove the erroneous impression which has been unfortn- 
nately made upon the minds of some of the country members 
by the unfounded statements promulgated by the Law Times, 
and for satisfying them that the interests of the country prac- 
titioners are not in any way prejudicially affected b, con- 
nexion of some of the rs of the committee with the Law 
Newspaper Company, several of the directors, and the majority 
of the shareholders of which are themselves provincial soli- 
citors. 

After some discussion, the managing committee resolved, b 
a majority of 7 to 1, that the report be réecived and adoptec 
and that it be referred back to the same sub-committee to eon- 
sider and report what further steps they would recommend to 
give effect to it. estoy 
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The committee resolved to send to the commissioners re- 
cently appointed to inquire into the subject of costs on crimi- 
utions, a copy of the scales prepared by the committee, 


and submitted in April last to the “ examiners of criminal law 


accounts ;” 
upon the subject. 


and to seek an interview with the commissioners 


A petition was adopted in favour generally of the Registra- 


tion of Partnerships 
the Registration of Joint Stoc 


ill, but 


tom that the machinery for 
Companies might be used for 


the purposes of registration, instead of the offices of the Regis- 


trar of Births and Deaths. 


An amendment had already been 


recommended by the Birmingham Chamber of Commerce, whose 
petition was before the committee. 

The committee resolved to suggest to the Attorney-General 
an alteration in the Drafts on Bankers Law Amendment Bill, 
to the effect that any person holding a cheque crossed generally 
without the name of any banker being specified, should be at 
liberty to add to the crossing the name of any banking firm, 

A petition was considered and adopted for presentation to 
the House of Lords upon the Chancery Amendment Bill, pray- 
ing for the insertion of a clause enacting that, in all cases when 
damages have to be assessed, a jury shall be summoned, unless 
plaintiff and defendant shall signify in writing their desire to 
dispense with such jury. 

On the motion of Mr. Kennedy, seconded by Mr. Anderton, 
Mr. Torr, of Bedford-row, was unanimously elected a member 


of the committee. 


Other business was adjourned. 
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Court Papers. 


Hudictal Committee of the Priby Council. 
The Judicial Committee will commence sitting for the despatch of busi- 
hess on Monday, June 14, 1858, at Half-past Ten, a.m. 


Whence. 
Mauritius. 
Cape of Good Hope. 
Jamaica, 
Canada. 
” 

Malta. 
Canada. 
Prerogative Court. 
Admiralty (Prize) 

Court. 
Vice-Admiralty Ct., 

Bah 


Appellants. 
Lang, Freeland, & Co. 
Smith. 

Doe dem. Brodbelt, 


Dimech. 

{eet & Rich- ) 
mond Railroad Co. ) 

Earle. 


Hodgson. 
Baltazzi. 


Gore & Others. 
Connelly. 

Maltby. 

Ferguson & Another. 


Allan & Others. 
— 

Netherlands Steam ) 
Co. 
Hamburg, Brazi- 
lian Steam Naviga- 

tion Co. 
European & Ame- 
rican Steam Ship- 


Co. 
V ine al & Others. 
Xenos, 
Ross & Caulfield. 
Lever & Others. 


Green. 
Greenwood & Others. 
PETITIONS 


Respondents. 
Reed, Irving, & Co. 
Carpenter. 
Thompson, 
Gilmour. 

Judah. 
Corlett. 


Edward Quinn. 


Amphlett. 
De Beauchesne. 


Ryder & Dyke. 


Bethell & Others. 
Connelly. 

Maltby. 

Schoemaker & Another. 
Clark & Others. 


Kerr. 
Nicholson. 


Hastie & Others. 


Carrel & Others. 


Bowman & Others. 


Boult & Others. 
Aldersley & Another. 
Henderson & Others. 
J. & H. Frerick. 
Bailey & Others, 
Williams & Others. 


For hearing on June 14, at Half-past Ten, a.m. 


The Governor & Council of New South Wales. 


The Attorney-General of the Isle of Man v. Cowley & Kinrade, 


PATENT, 


Whitehead’s Prolongation (Improvements in the finishing Fustians and 
other Fabrics) to be heard June 14, at Half-past Ten, a.m. 


JUDGMENT. 


Prerogative Court.—Allen v. Maddock. 
CHANCERY SITTINGS.—Arrer Trinity Term, 1858. 





LORD CHANCELLOR. Wednesday 30 { 7 Stans & Ane. 
At Lincoln's Inn. Thursd, July : 
The First Seal.— | Friday 
Toewd. June 22 { 7 Aites.d Anea, | Saturday 4 Appeals, 
23. .Petns. & A\ Monday 
Thursday 24 Teer The Third. Seat 
Wednesday 7 App, Mtns. & 
Arte. Thursday of Appeals. 
29 Friday 











Saturday 10 
Monday = Appeals, 
itn od The Fe 
‘ourth Seal.— 
Wednesday 1 ; App. Mtns.& Apps. | 
Thursday 
Friday i6 
Saturday Appeals. 
Monday 
Tuesday | 
The Fifth Seal.— 
Wetnestay 3 my App. Mtns.& Apps, 
Thursday WHS 
Friday “aps 
Saturday 2. -Petns. & Appeals. 
Monday ) SER 
Tuesday 7 ppe 
7 The Sixth Seal.— 
Wednesday 28 { App. Mtns. & Apps. | 


Norice.—Such days as his Lordship | 
is hearing Appeals in the House of | 
Lords are excepted. 





MASTER OF THE ROLLS. 
At Chancery Lane. 
The First Seal,— 
Tuesd. June 22 FR 
Wednesday 23 


Thursday 24 

Friday 25 

Saturday 26/7 “eneral Paper. 
Monday 28 

Tuesday 29 

Wednesday 30 { aoe Seal.— 
Thursd. July 1 

Friday 3} General Paper. 
ney 3..Gen. Petn. Day. 
Monday 5 

Tuesday | General Paper. 
Wednesday 1 tome Seal.— 
Thtrsday 8» 

Friday 9 

Saturday —_ 10 > General Paper. 
Monday 12 

Tuesday 13 


Wednesday 14 {x foe Tere Sagher: 


Thursday 15> 

Friday 16 l 

Saturday 17 > General Paper. 
Monday 194 

Tuesday 20 


The Fifth Seal.— 


Wednesday 21 { Yfotions. 


Thursday 22 


Friday 23 > General Paper. 
Saturday 24 

Monday 26 Gen. Ptn. Day. 
Tuesday 27 Remaining Petns. 


The Sixth Seal.— 
Mtns.&Rem.Petns. 


Norice.—At the Sittings after Tri- 
nity Term the MasTeR OF THE 
ROuLs will hear Further Directions 
and Further Considerations, in 
priority to Original Causes, and 
will also hear Short Causes, Short 
Claims, Consent Causes, Unop- 
posed Petitions, and Claims, every 
Saturday at the sitting of the | 
Court. 


Nortice.—Unopposed Petitions must 
be presented, and copies left with 
the Secretary, on or before the 
Thursday preceding the Saturday 
on which it is intended they should 
be heard 


Wednesday 28 { 








THE LORDS JUSTICES. 
At Lincoln's Inn. 


oo § The First Seal.— | 
Tuesd. June 22 1 App. Mtns, & Apps. 
Wednesday 


| 

23 | 

Thursday bd Appeals. 
Petns. in Lun. & | 


25 } Bktcy.,App.Petns., 


The Second Seal.— 

Wednesday 30 { 1 oan 
Thursd. July |.. ag 

etns. in Lun. & | 


Friday i 
and Appeals, | 

Saturday 26 i 
Monday Appeals. j 
Tuesday 29 
| 


Friday 2 Datey. «App. Petns,, | 
and Appeals. | 

Saturday 3 
Monday Appeals. 
ae “4 The Third Seat. 

. i 
Wednesday 7 } app, Mtns, & Apps. 
Thursday 8.. Appeals. 





rainy 0 {BA et 
y ‘ le 
pow pee 
Saturday 10 
Monday 12} Appeals. 
Tuesday 13 poor 
The Seal.— 
Wednesday 14 ee einen 
Thursday 15..Ap ‘ 
Ptns, in Lunacy & 
Friday 16 ; Bankruptcy, App. 
Ptns., & Apps, 
Saturday 17 
Monday 19 > Appeals. 
Tuesday 
. The Fifth Seal.— 
Wednesday 21 { pale me 
Thursday 22..Appeals. 
pore wm Ptns. in Lunacy & 
| Friday Bankruptcy, App. 
Pins. & App 
| Saturday 24 
Monday 26 > Appeals. 
Tuesday 27 
The Sizth Seal.— 


Wednesday 48 | in: Balen dees. 

Nortice.— The days (if any) on 
which the Lorps Justices shall 
be engaged at the Judicial Com- 
mittee of the Privy Council, are 
excepted. 





V. C. Sim R. T. KINDERSLEY. 
At Lincoin’s Inn. 


( The First Seat— 
Tuesd. Jane 22 i Mtns. & Gen. Pap. 


Thursday 4 General Paper. 
Friday 25. . Petitions. 

{ Sht. As Sht. 
Saturday 26 1 Cls., & Gen. Pap. 
seers 29} General Paper. 

. The Second Seal.— 
Wednesday -30 Mtns. & Gen. Pap. 
Thursd. July 1..General Paper. . 
Friday 2.. Petitions. 

: ‘ Sht. ys Sht. 
Saturday 3 {as & Gen Pap. 
Theeday of pte Paper. 


The Third Seal.— 
Wednesday 7 {ittna Gen. Paper. 


Thursday 8..General Paper. 
Friday 9. - Petitions. 4 
sariay 10 Se Sao 
Monday 120, 
Tuesday 13 3} General Paper. 
Wednesday 14 { The Fourth Seat 
Thursday 15..General Paper. 
Friday 16. . Petitions. 
Saturday 17 ie SGen're 
ss b 
Monday 19 
Tuesday 20} General Paper. 


Wednesday 21 { me JY See Peer. 


Thursday 22..General Paper. 
Friday 3. Petitions, 
Saturday 24 2. Baa cg 
Monday 26 ) Rem.Petns. & Gen. 
Tuesday 27 § Paper. 


Wednesday 28 fag deal. 

Norice.—At the Sittings after Tri- 
nity Term the Vice-CHANCELLOR 
will hear Further Directions and 
Further Considerations in priority 
to Original Causes. 





V.C. Sram JOHN STUART. 
At Lincotn's Inn. 
( The First Seal.— 
Tuesd. June 22 | Fitne & Gen. Pap. 


Wednesday 23 
Thursday 24 } General Paper. 


Friday 5. > meng’ 3 
. gg § Sht uses, 
bg 6 ) Gis. & Gen. Pap. 
onday 
Tuesday 3} General Paper. 


Wednesday 30 ims & Gen. Pap. 
| Thursd, July 1..General 
Frida, a... 


y -Petns. & Gen. 

Z t. Causes, 
Saturday 2 cs, & Gen Pa 
onday t General Paper. 

Tuesday 3} oe 
Wednesday 1{ Mtns, & Ge Pap 
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The Second Seal.— 
Wednesday 30 { Tita & Gon Pap, 


Friday 9..Petns.& Gen. 
ressetaindd 10 {Gs eden Pop Friday pied General Paper. 
Tuesday 13} General Paper Saturday 3 5 {Pen Sh. Cae, 
Woanesiay 14 {6 Fawth Seal Moiay 3 General Paper. 
Fiday” Wes. Pene& Ger Paper. Wednesday 7 (Tr. 8 Gen Pop, 
Setarday 17 {Gh Gen’ pay” Friday” 9} General Paper. 
Tuesday HA General Paper. Saturday 10 ray ‘— sy 
ny St | ae Gen tenes. Tuesday HI General Paper. 
Pama” arden Pec ey, Wetneaday a ee er 
faery . { Gis, —_— maar ei General Paper. 
- n al 4 — Saturday 1" { Petna She. Canes, 
Wednesday 28 { Motions." ers - tara 30 General Paper. 


Norice.—At the Sittings after Tri- Wednesday 21 { 7M #i/ih Seal— 








= Gen. Pap. 
nity Term the Vice-CHANCELLOR 
will hear Further Directions and wr mega General Paper. 
Further Considerations in priority my Gen, Pet. Dav, Sht. 
to Original Causes. Saturday a Causes, & Claims. 
Monday pd es Rem. gage & Gen. 
7 © 7. "OOD. Tuesday 27 
ts iy Prd pc <2 Wednesday 28 {Be ‘Sith Seal.— 
First Seal ne 
Tuesd. June 22 { Ff" Gen Pap. Norice.—Atthese Sittings, the Vicr- 
Wednesday 23 CHANCELLOR will hear such Fur- 
Thursday 24 + General Paper. ther Directions and Further Con- 
Friday 25 paren = are Af printed 
Sht. ist, in pi ity to inal Causes 
Satuniay 26] Cig Gen. Pap,” and after the Sixth Seal Motions 
Monday 28 < and Remaining Petitions only will 
Taestzy 99} General Paper. be heard. 
Queen's Bench. 3 
NEW CASES.—Trinity Term, 1858. 
SPECIAL PAPER. 
Sp. Case. The Compaay of Proprietors of the Waterloo Bridge v. Cull. 
Appeal. Saul v. Jones. 


This Court will hold sittings on the 14th, 15th, 16th, 17th, 25th, & 26th 
days of June instant, and will at such sittings proceed in disposing of the 
cases that may be then remaining for Argument in the Special and Crown 


Papers. 
Common Pleas. 
NEW CASES.—Truinity Term, 1858. 
DEMURRER PAPER. 
Dem. Legg v. Cheesbrough & Another. 


Cameron v. Sarl & Others. 
Apf from Jus. Hughes & Others, Appellants; Denton, Respondent. 
” Edileston, Appellant; Francis, Respondent. 


This Court will, on Monday, the 2ist, Tuesday, the 22nd, Wednesday, 
the 23rd, Thursday, the 24th, Friday, the 25th, and Saturday, the 26th aay 
of June instant, hold sittings in Banco, and will proceed in disposing of 
cases in the New Trial and Demurrer Papers. 

The Court will also hold a sitting in Banco on Monday, the 5th day of 
July next, and will then proceed to give judgment in the cases that will be 

over for the consideration of the Court. 

In the teste of all writs the Lord Chief Justice of the Court of Common 
Pleas is in fature to be styled “ Baronet” instead of “ Knight.” 


Crchequer of Pleas. 

Sirrises at Nust Parcs, in Middlesex and London, before the Right Hon. 
Sir Frepenicx Pottock, Knight, Lord Chief Baron of Her Majesty's 
Court of Exchequer, after Trinity Term, 1858. 

Middlesex, 

Tune 14 weeeeeeee eovrescccve 


Special Juries. 











The Court will sit at Ten o'clock. 
There will be a second Court, for the trial of Causes, if necessary. 


NEW CASES.—Trinity Term, 1858. 


Appeal. Morris & Another v. The Rhydydefed Colliery Company 
“Sih Glamorganshire, “ Limited.” : 


—»——— 


Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
BIRTHS. 


BRADSHAW—On June 3, at Upper Clapton, Mrs. Richard Bradshaw, of a 
daughter, prematurely. 

BURCHETT—On June 5, at 6 St. pp se Highgate-rise, the wife of 
James R. Burchett, jun., Esq., of a daughter. 

POLLARD—On June 4, at 21 Upper Southwick-street, Mrs. Georg: 
Octavius Pollard, of a son. , 


SANDERS—On June 7, at Bromsgrove, Worcestershire, the wife of B. H. 
Sanders, Esq., of a daughter. 

WHITE—On June 6, at even Worcestershire, the wife of H. B. White, 
Esq., Solicitor, of a daughte 


MARRIAGES. 


BASSETT—HOMAN—On June 3, at St. Nicholas, Rochester, by the Rev. 
W. Conway, M.A., Vicar, James Bassett, Esq., Solicitor, Rochester, to 
Annie, eldest daughter of John Homan, Esq., of Borstal, near Rochester. 

HOOPER—DUNDEE—On June 3, at St. Andrew’s church, Plymouth, by 
the Rev. Richard Hope Hooper, M. A., Briscoe Hooper, Esq., of Torquay, 
Solicitor, to Nina, only daughter of the late Capt. Edward Dundee, 47th 
Regiment. 

HUGHES—KING—On June 1, at St. Peter’s, Maidstone, by the Rev. 
W. A. Hill, assisted by the Rev. Watson King, uncle of the bride, Henry 
Hughes, Esq. ., Solicitor, of the Bower, Maidstone, to Carey Elizabeth 
Maria, eldest daughter of Knowles King, Esq., Solicitor, Maidstone. 

STEVENSON—PEEL—On June 5, at St Mary's, Penzance, by the Rev. 
Philip Hedgeland, M.A., Walter J. H. Stevenson, Esq., Bombay Artillery, 
to Charlotte Anna, eldest daughter of Leonard R. Willan, » M.D., 
and niece to the Right Hon. Sir Lawrence Peel, late Chief Justice of 
Bengal. 

THOMSON—DE BEAUMONT—On June 3, at Hove parish church, Brigh- 
ton, by the Rev. Henry Beaumont, brother of the bride, Henry Byerley, 
second surviving son of the Jate Dr. Anthony Todd Thomson, her 
Majesty’s Advocate for Ceylon, to Sarita, eldest daughter of the Count 
de Beaumont. 

TURNER—COOBAN—On June 9, at St. Pancras New Church, London, by 
the Rev. John Fisher Turner, Vicar of Winkleigh, Dev on Charles Henry 
Turner, Esq., District Registrar of her Majesty’s Court of Probate, 
Exeter, to Mary Ann Cooban, of Bath, eldest daughter of the late Robert 
Baron Cooban, Lieutenant Roy. al Navy. 


DEATHS. 


ADES—On Monday, June 7, at Oakham, William Ades, Esq., late Clerk of 
the Peace for the county of Rutland, in the 87th year of his age. 

GREGORY—On June 8, at his residence, 26 Theberton-st., Gibson-square, 
Islington, Samuel Gregory, Esq., of the Lord Mayor's Court Office, Old 
Jewry, aged 56. 

REDMAN—On June 9, at her son’s, Romford Lodge, Romford, Essex, 
Elizabeth, relict of the late William Redman, Exgq., Solicitor, of Bath, 
Somerset, in her 80th year. 

VENABLES—On April 19, at Azimghur, from a wound received in the 
pursuit of the enemy on the 15th, Edward Frederick Venables, Esq., son 
of the late L. J. Venables, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of Liverpool and of 
Wocdhill, Shropshire. 

> > — 


Gnclaimed Stock in the Bank of ngland. 


The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties ae the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months 


BasTaBLe, Rosert, Farrier, New-road, St. George’s East, and Hannan 
Resecca Basrase, his wife, £368 : 4, New 37. lus. per Cents,—Claimed 
by said Romer’ BAsTABLE. 

Coxon, MARGARET, Widow, Gainsford-street, Horsleydown, Davin KiNG, Esq. 
Rodney-buildings, Kent-road, and Jossrn Pomroy, Whartinger, 
Thames, £508 New Three per Cents.—Claimed by Epwarp CowLina 
Witiiams and Cuantes Bencstrom Deacon, surviving executors of 
Josern Pomnoy. 

Diacens, Geoncr, Brazier, Cumberland-market, Regent’s-park, £37: 10; 2 
Consols.—Claimed by Groner Diacens. 

Fixen, Hannan, Spinster, Mitcham, Surrey, £2 per Annum Long An- 
nuities.—Claimed by Josern Terry, administrator with will annexed. 

Forses, Ltaza, Spinster, Cheltenham, deceased, £312 : 1: 7 Consols.—- 
Claimed by Joun CuaLmens, administrator with will annexed, as the 
attorney of Cuantes Hexny Forues, the surviving executor. 

Howett, Hester, Widow, Brighton, Josern Kay, Architect, Gower-street , 
Bedford-square, and Geonay Hatrnatpe, Seal Engraver, Coventry-street, 
St. James's-square, £53 : 6, New Three per Cents.—Claimed by Gzoncr 
Harun, the survivor. 

a= Barbara, Widow, Stepney-green, Cuantes Nasu, Gent,, Friday- 

reet, Cheapside, and "Paueeave Bu Simpson, Gent., Bartlett’s-buildings, 
Holborn, £1046 :,19 : 3 Consols,—Claimed by PALGRave Stimpson, the 
survivor. 

Pratt, Thomas Stoner, & Samuzy Puace Pratt, Esqs,, Tottenham, Mid- 
dlesex, £329 : 19: 5 New Three per Cents.—Ciaimed by Samozt Peace 
Pratt, the survivor. 

Savwpens, Louisa, Widow, Stroud, 
Gent., 


Gloucestershire, and Cuanuzs 
frock Exchange, London, £96 : 1: :5 New Three 
Ciaimed by Louisa SAunvEns, aed 


Naiene, 
Cents.— 
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"Gru, Peren, Lincoln's. £2788 : 10: 3 Reduced.—Claimed b 
por? Soc - “i 


Srourton, Right Hon Wi1tam Lord, Allerton-park, Yorkshire, £28: 1 : 10 
enc il gt by Right Hon, Caartes Baron Srourron, the sole 
exec 

SrRINGER, JAMES, Labourer, Titsey, Surrey, and ExtzaBera StrinceER, his 
wife, £55 New ng per Cents.—Claimed by ExizaBeTn STRINGER, 
Widow, the survivor 

WALKER, THoMAs, Victualler, Windsor, £2400 Consols.— Claimed by 
MARTHA STEPHENSON, ster, acting executrix of WILLIAM STEPHEN- 
son, Who was the survi executor of the said Taomas WALKER. 


—_-——>———— _ 
deirs at Dato and Wert of Hin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 
Butter, Wiit1am, Publican, Waterman’s Arms, Ferry-lane, Old Brentford, 
Middlesex (who died in April, 1858). Butler v. Stacey, M. R. Last Day 
for Proof, July 12. 
Harton, Joun, Dyer, formerly of Old-st.-rd., Victoria-rd., Pimlico, now 


residing in St. Luke’s Hospital. Day for Proof, July 1, before 
the Masters in Lunacy, at 45 Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 


Imnorr, Mr., formerly residing at Cologne, at Bonn, and at Aix-la~Chapelle. 
Heirs or representatives to apply to T. Anderton, Esq., care of Mr. 
Roberts, 2 Seymour-street, Euston-square. 

Pearson, THomas, Baker, formerly of 74 Fore-st., afterwards of 3 Tru- 
man-pl., e N , and now of 25 Upton- pl, West Ham, Essex. 
Last Day for “Proof, July 9, before Edward Winslow, Esq., at 45 Lin- 
coln’s-inn-fields. 

Wiis, WILLIAM, Merchant, Glasgow (who died there, unmarried, April 6, 
1858). All persons claiming to be his relations to lodge written state- 
ments of their respective relationships with Andrew MacEwan, Esq., 
Accountant, 63 St. Vincent-street; or Howie & Lockhart, Writers, 14 
Miller-street, Glasgow. 


————~ > -- 


Money Market. 


CITY, Fripay Evenrne. 

The dulness and depression so long prevalent, both in Govern- 
ment stocks and in railway shares, has continued without abate- 
ment during the present week. In the English funds the varia- 
tion in price has been very trifling. The last quotation of 
Consols is 95% to 96 per cent., ex dividend, being } per cent. 
lower than this day week. The India Loan Debentures also 
continue flat.. The last quotation is 99} to 993 percent. Gold 
is still in demand for the continent to some extent. 

From the Bank of England return for the week ending the 
9th inst., it appears that the amount of notes in circulation is 
£19,790,615, being a decrease of £338,165; and the stock of 
bullion in both departments is £18,020,944, showing a decrease 
of £182,855 when conipared with the previous return. 

The monthly returns of the Bank of France published in 
Paris yesterday, show a further increase of about £2,700,000 
in bullion, and make the total stock amount to rather over 
£20,000,000. The notes in circulation have decreased about 
£280,000, and in bills discounted there is a decrease of 
£1,200,000. These returns show that stagnation in trade still 
continues. 

A statement of the affairs of Messrs. Rawson, Sons, & Co., 
has been submitted to the creditors. It shows assets more than 
equal to the liabilities of the firm, and a resolution to wind-up 
the estate under inspection was agreed to. 

The working arrangements connected with the union between 
the Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Railway, and the 
Great Northern, for the purpose of maintaining an additional 
through route from Rochdale, Manchester, and Sheffield to 
London, became the subject of a deputation on Monday, to Mr. 
Henley, president of the Board of Trade. Great interest was 
a on behalf of Manchester, Rochdale, and other centres 

population, to secure the working of the line, which 
il into the Great Northern, and enters the metropolis at the 
King’s Cross terminus. 
———— 
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EnGiisn Funps. Sat. | Mon. Tues. | Wed. Thar. 

: | i 
Bank Stock »--+;-..+ * er ii ae ee i921 19§| 991 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann...| 96 5§ /95$ 3 3! 6 6 
3 per Cent. Cons. Ann.,.} Shut. es ee set 
New 3 per Cent. Ann... /96} 3 6)95§, ' Oat 54196 9§ 6905 6 4 96 
New 23 per Cent. Ann..} .. oe ee 81 
a © Ann. (exp. Jan. 5, ; 

aeanaulscntins ee 1 oe ee se 8, 
De, REE 5, 
Pos cavebiescvens ew os ee ee ee ea 
be, 30 years(exp. Jan. 5, i 
) cecececccccess e . oe ee 
Do. 30 years (exp. Apr.5, ! 

1085) .ccccccccccces et I~. ee oe 7 
India Stock............ : a } 30 oo $a Pe 
India Loan Debentures..! .. 993 99 
India Scrip............ ; 994 3 Fi ee és aa si’ 
India Bonds (£1,000) ..} . 21s 17sp| BS lis p | 2is p 
Do. (under £1,000)... a |21s 17sp a s° <° 
Exch. Bills (£1000) Mar.| 36s p 323 Pp |32s 35sp/36s 32sp * ée 

Ditto June. ee ee ee se ee 
= Bills (£500) Mar. 36s p 36s p és 32s35sp| 36s p 
june. ae - os ai af ae 
Exch. — (Small) Mar. 33s 37sp} 36s p | 37s p | 32s p | 368 p | 36s p 
ditt June} .. ar ee ee ee ee 
Do. (Advertised) Mar. orien ee ar ee ee .- 
Ditto une} l4s p ee es oe ee ee 
Exch. Bonds, 1858, 34 | 
per Cent. ..c..cccee oe ar ee . oe oe 
Exch. Bonds, 1859, 3$ 
perCent ........... 100% |100 3 J] 100% 3| 100g 3} 100% | 1003 
Railway Stock. 
Raltways. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur.] Fri. 
Birk. Lan. & Ch. June..) .«- oe os ee a pa 
Bristol = Exeter . te q es ee ) 
Caledonian............ 80} | 4] 80 F §) SOF 14) SIF 23) 824 1Fis2 3B Be 
Sax = Holyhead..} .. ee ee id } ee ee 

t Anglian ........2. a” re od oe a 
Eastern Counties ...... 60 $ 60] GO} 6O/60§ 593) 60 | GO 13] GOF1 
Eastern Union A. Stock.| .. ee ee fae ee 

Ditto B. Stock ....) «. ee 32 ee ee oe 
East Lancashire ...... ‘ “s 883 88g 
Edinburgh and Glasgow; .. ee ee ee ee 
Edin. Perth, and Dundee| .. ee oe ee se 
Glasgow & South-Westn.| .. ee ke es aie 
Great Northern ...... 1024 3] 102 | 1023 2 102} 102 es 

Ditto A. Stock ....) .. 88 90 L & 88 89 

Ditto B. Stock ....) .. ee 129 30 es ee 
Gt. South & West. (Ire.)) _.. ee es ee ee 
Great Western ........ 51 50g] 50g 1 | 51 503/519 3 7/519 § §] 52 50 
wa: Stour Viv. G. Stk. a of r ‘a sala io 

neashire & Yorkshire 8! : 8 | 90 
een nie HU ss be ae 
London & North-Wstrn. 1 9 
London & South-Westrn.} 93} 4 93 a ‘ 
Man. Sheff. & Lincoln..| 37. 38 38h 
pn BE eae 912 A ait 4} ij olf $ | 9132] 921 

Ditto Birm. & Derby| ee | e. es 
bn MLE EEE Ee ee “61 ee ee 
North British ........ 43h i 493 4 es 
ag ge pew A -Eastern (Brwck.)| 90 ne 3 8 | 8 eset 90 3 

tto Leeds ...... 46 54 | 4 } 4 

Ditto York Sete 694 § | 70 693693 3 mt 70 
North London ........ es ‘ mt ee 4 ee ; 
Oxford, Wore. & Wolver.| .. et os 
Scottish Central ...... a m | ‘2 .- 
Seot.N.E. AberdeenStk.| “27 | .. | .. | is s 

Do. Scotsh. Mid. Stk.) .. a Lage AP ig pn 
Shropshire Union hae ee | se ee =e 44g 
pong toh ° | ass } ee baa 
South-Eastern 68 7, 67} | 68 
South Wales ... = ‘ ‘ ~ “ Ree 
Vale of Neath ........ . | 99 8 99 








London Gazettes. 


New Member of Parliament. 
TurspaY, June 8, 1858. 
Borovan or Krna's Lyny.—The Right Hon. Edward Henry Stanley, com- 
monly called Lord Stanley, ident of the Board of Control for 
Affairs of India. 
Fripar, June 11, 1858. 

County or HertFrorD.—The Right Hon. Sir Edward George Earle 
Bulwer Lytton, Bart., of Knebworth-park, Herts, one of Her Majesty 
Principal Secretaries of State, 
. Commissioners to administer Oaths in Chancerp. 

TurspaY, June 8, 1858. 
Harrison, Wiuttam Groner Souraxry, Gent., Folkestone. June 2. 
Yewsns, Wittiam Cars Brics, Gent., Camborne, Cornwall, May 22, 
Farmar, June 11, 1858. 


« 





London 
Sollcltany’ ond Genscal POH Reoeee eee Ree eee eee eeeee 


Li eg 3 





JORDAN, WiLLtaM Rispon Haus, Gent., Teignmouta, Devon,—June 5. 
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Bankrupts. 
Torspay, June 8, 1858. 

ARMSTRONG, Joun, Earthenware Manufacturer, South Shields. Com. 
Ellison : June 21, at 11.30; and July 21, at 1; Royal-arcade, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne. Of". Ass. Baker. Sols. Hodge & Harle, Newcastle-upon- 

. Pet. June 5 
ES, Paivie ABRAHAM, & Joun Barnes (Barnes & Sons), Wool- 
staplers, Blandford Forum, Dorset. Com. Fonblanque: June 22, at 1; 
July 16, at 12; Basinghall-st. Qf. Ass. Stansfeld. Sols. Linklaters 
& Hackwood, 7 Walb rook. Pet. June 1. 

CRUTCHETT, Henry James, Ship Owner, Stonehouse, Devon. Com. Bere: 
June 17 and July 14, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. Off. Ass. Hirtzel. Sols. 
Brittan & Son, Bristol; or Stogdon, Exeter. Pet. May 24. 

ELTOFT, Grores, Draper, Bradford, Yorkshire. Com. Ayrton; June 22, 
at 11.30; and July 20, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Off. Ass. 
Hope. Sols. Smith & Atkinson, Doncaster ; or Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 
Pet. Jane 7. 

FULLBROOK, Tuomas, Harness Maker, Pangbourne, Berks. Com. Fane; 
June 18, at 1.30; and July 16, at 1; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. Whitmore. 
Mar 2 Holmes, 25 Great James-st., Bedford-row ; or Clark, Reading. . 

JAMIESON, Joun, Sail Cloth Dealer, 13 Bishopsgate-st. Without. Com. 
Evans: June 18, at 1; and July 22, at 12; Basinghall-st. Qf. Ass. 
Johnson. Sol. Jones, Sise-lane. Pet. for Ar rgnt. April 13. 

MITCHELL, Natuan, Cloth Manufacturer, Leeds. Com. i June 22 
and July 20, at 12; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Qf, Ass. Hope. Sols. 
Smith, Birmingham ; or Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. June 7. 

OGG, ALEXANDER (J. Bullock & Co.), Manufacturer of Iron Goods, Hope 
Tron Works, 9 Primrose-st., Bishopsgate... Com. Goulburn; June 19, 
at 12.30; and July 26, at 11; Basinghall-st. Og. 4ss. Nicholson. Sols. 
Clarke & Carter, 49 Moorgate-st. Pet. May 20. 

POTTS, Bensamin, Victualler, Carter-gate, Notts. Com. Balguy: June 22 
and July 13, at 10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. Off. Ass. Harris. Sols. 
Smith, Nottingham ; or East, Birmingham. Pet. June 4. 

ROBINSON, GEORGE, Builder, West Hartlepool, Durham. Com. Ellison: 
June 15, at 12; and July 20, at 1; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Off. Ass. Baker. Sols. Forster, Newcastle ; or Turnbull, Hartlepool. 
Pet, Jane 3. 

SHEARD, Scnorietp Crowrnen, & Georce UnpEerwoop, Millwrights, 
Smethwick, Staffordshire. Com. Balguy: June 26 and July 15, at 11.30; 
Birmingham. Of. Ass. Whitmore, Sols. Eggington, Smethwick ; or 
Smith, Birmingham. Pet. June 5. 

ee ae JoserH, Civil Engineer, formerly of 77 Culford-rd., Kings- 
land, then of Ashby-de-la-Zouch, Dealer in Saggars, now a prisoner in 
Leicester Gaol. Com. Salguy: June 22 and July 13, at 10.30; Shire-hall, 

Nottingham. Of. Ass. Harris. . Shaen, Bedford-row ; or Hodgson 
& Allen, Birmingham. Pet. May 20. 

TRIM, Ropert, Confectioner, Weymouth and Melcombe Regis, Dorset. 
Com. Bere: June 17 and July 14, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter. Off. Ass. 
Hirtzel. Sols. Howard, Weymouth ; or Terrell, Exeter. Pet. June 5. 

WILMAN, Epwarp, Currier, Dewsbury, Yorkshire. Com. Ayrton: June 
28, at 11.30; = mig dim at 11; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. Off. Ass. 
Hope. Bol. Ma ud, Leeds. Pet. June 7. 

Fripay, June 11, 1858. 
= Rosert, Common Brewer, Burgh-in-the-Marsh, Lincolnshire. 
Ayrton: June 23, and July 21, at 12; Town-hall, Kingston-upon- 
fan. Off. Ass. Carrick. Sols. Palgrave, Liverpool ; or England & 
Saxelbye, Kingston-upon-Hull. Pet. May 27. 

DICKINSON, Henry, Stone and Marble Mason, Nottingham. Com. pr 
June 29, and July 20, at 10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. 4; 
Harris. Sol. Coope, Nottingham. Pet, June 8. 

KNIGHT, Georce, Brazier, Stroud, Gloucestershire. Com. West: June 25, 
and July 20, at 11; Bristol. Off. Ass. Miller. Sols. Hodgson & Allen, 
Birmingham ; or Bevan & Girling, Bristol. Pet. June 2. 

M‘KNIGHT, Joun Taomson, Timber Merchant, Liverpool. Com. Steven- 
gon: June 24, and July 15, at 11; Liverpool. Off. Ass. Turner. Sols. 
Evans & Son, Liverpool. Pet. June 8. 

=; Evan, Paar Draper, Tonyrafail, near Pontypridd, Glamorgan- 

Com. West: June 25, and July 20, at 11; ristol. Of. Ass. 
eran. Sols. ‘buns Girling, Bristol ; or Henderson, Bristol. Pet. 


PANSON Josera, & Josern HantTianp, Coal Masters, Dudley, and 

Tipton. Com. Balguy: June 26 and July 15, at 11.30; iE Eeieht, 

Of. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Warmington, Dudley ; or James & ht, 
Birmingham. Adjn. June 9. 

PHILLIPS? Pamir, Merchant, Crowland, Lincolnshire ; and at Spalding, 
Dealer in Cattle. Com. Balguy: June 29, and July 20, at 10.30; Shire- 
hall, Nottingham. Of. Ass. Harris. Sols. Lawrance, ’Plews, & Boyer, 
14 Old Jewry-chambers ; or Shilton, Nottingham. Pet. June 10. 

SMITH, Stan, Innkeeper, Radcliffe "Bridge, Lancashire. June 22 and 
yo 20, + 12; Manchester. Off. Ass. Pott. Sol. Stirke, Manchester. 

June | 
WEIR, JAMES, Merchant, 27 Albert-sq., Commercial-rd. East. Com. Fon- 
en: June 23, and July 28, at 12; hall-st. Off. Ass. Stansfeld. 
Sols. Cotterill & Sons, 32 Throgmorton-st. ‘et. June 9. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
TuEspAY, June 8, 1858. 
ae am, jun., Cutler, Broadway, Stratford, West Ham, Essex. 
une 4, 


Faiway, June 11, ly 
Laycock, Gzouor, Currier, Sheffield.—J 
Pats, Gronce Henny, Furnishing and G piconet Ironmonger, 48 & 49 
Western-rd., Brighton.—June 9. 
Pixe, RICHARD Joseru, Miller, Long Eaton, Derbyshire.—June 8. 
Saaw, James, Joseru Suaw, WILLIAM Saaw, & Luxe Saaw, Woollen 
Manufacturers, Elland, Y: June 3. 
MEETINGS. 
Tuespay, June 8, 1858, 
Axmstzosc, Rosext, Builder, . Last Ba. (by adj. from 
- 5) June 18, at 11; Royal- arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. 


Bort, J & James Bort, jun., ene WitAM Torrie 
Watson, Commission ‘Agents weeny ti pt Co.) at Man- 
chester, and ( Watson 6 bers, lottn Div, June 30, at 12; 





















Carew, BENJAMIN FRANCIS 


Tea hey adi, trom Ma Prat Ue rove, 
yg a see a A 


; Basinghall-st. 

coun, JosErPH WINDLE (Cole “Brothers), Merchant, 19 Birchin-lane. Div, 
June 30, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

Davies, Danret, Wholesale Clothier, Bread-st.-hill. Last Za. June 24, at 
11.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Evans. 

DENBIGH, Joun, Hearth Rug Manufacturer, 28 Duncan-ter., and No, phony 
Bryan-st., Islington. Last Er. June 24, at 1; Basinghall-st, 
Evans. 

, JoserH, EDWARD a & ALExanpER Eccres (Eccles & Co.), 
Cotton Brokers, Liverpool. . of Dots. June 18, at 11; Liverpool. 
Com. Stevenson. 

ELDRIDGE, Taomas, Coach Maker, 27 er seg + ay Gray’s-inn-rd., and 
= 21 Brownlow-mews, Guildford-st. 29, at 1; Basinghall-st. 
™ Com. Holroyd. 

Harrison, WittiaM, Ship Chandler, North Shields. Final Div. June 30, 
at 11.30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Com. Ellison. 

Hawley, “Tuomas, Grocer, 221 Blackfriars-rd., Clement’s-inn-passage, 
Strand, 27 King’s-rd., Chelsea, and 97 Crawiord-st .» Marylebone. Div, 
June 30, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Com, Go 

Hues, Wit11am, Commission Agent, Ale and Fores ne Meswhane®, and Livery- 
stable genre Warwick. Div. July 1, at 11.30; ham. Com, 


Ba! 

sone Be Jou, Glass and Earthenware Dealer, 90 Tottenham-court-rd. Div. 
oe. from April 30), July 2, at 1. yd Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

Lake, Witu1am, Tailor, Banbury. . June 30, at 1; Basinghall-st. 
Com. Goulburn. 

M‘Catoan, Coun, & James Witson, Ship Chandlers, Liverpool, and Prince 
Edward’s Island (Wilson, Brown, & Co) Div. joint est. and sep. est. C. 
M‘Calman, eth at 11; Liverpool. Com, Stevenson. 

MARSHALL, JOHN, Coal Merchant, = og 8a and Victoria Reading, 
Market-pl., Wokingham, and various met ae Stations —_ Western 
Coal Company). Div. July 2, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. 

a Cuarces Hurry, Carrier and Boat Owner, Cardiff. Dic. July 1, at 

; Bristol. Com. West. 

vation Tomas, Paper Dealer, Birmingham. Div. July 1, at 11; Bir- 
mingham. Com. Balgu 

TomKINSON, RICHARD “Crs, jun., Stationer, Birmingham. Div. July 9, 
at ll. . Balgu: 

Witp, WILL1AM, Comes, Counter-st., Southwark. Div. June 30, at 11; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 


Fauway, June 11, 1858. 

Baitey, Witt1am Lamont, & Ricnarp Harvey, jun., Merchants, 23 
Crutched-friars. Div. sep. est. W. L. Bafley, July 5, at 1.30; Basing- 
hall-st. Com. Goulburn, 

oe Wittiam, Gas Engineer, 81 London-rd., baie Last Ex. 

by adjnt. from June 1), June 22, at 1; Basinghall-st Com. Fonblanque. 
bani, wa Milliner, 26 Milsom-st., Bath. Div. July 8, at 11; Bristol. 
est. 


Brown, Marrnew, & Joun Brown, (Matthew Brown & Co.), Woolstaplers, 
Bradford. Div. July 6, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. 

Cater, WiILt1AM, Maltster, late of Ware. Last Ex. June 24, at 2; Basing- 
hall-st. Com, Fane. 

Dates, Jonn, & Bensamin Dates, Builders, 20 George-st., Westminster, 
and Times-wharf, Pimlico, and Louth, and Canada West, North America, 
Last Ex. (oy adjnt. from April 7), June 22 at 12; par betel 
Fonblanque. 

FaRNAN, SAMUEL, Indigo and Colonial Broker, Mincing-lane. July 5, at 
11; Basinghall-st. To decide upon an offer of composition, to be made 
to them by S. Farnan or his friends. 

GARRARD, WILLIAM PasKELL, Wine and Spirit Merchant, ad big Tower- 
st. Last Ex. June 23, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com, Goull 

LAMPRELL, WILLIAM ALLISTON, Carpenter, 91} nel oy "Div. aes 2, at 
12; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. 

MACDONALD, Anous, & ArcnipaLpD CAMPBELL, Arm: 

“<2 sep. est. A. Campbell, July 5, at i age 5 


Mepwin, Tuomas Cuartes, & Cnreswett Hat, Engineers, 92 Blackfriars- 
rd. Div. July 3, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Com, Fonblanque. 
pee Bed Wit11aM, "Grocer, Wolverhampton. Div. July 7, at 10,30; Bir- 


y- 

SavaGe, James, sen., Cuaries Joun Savace, & James SAVAGE, egy = 
Manufacturers, 40 Noble-st, Div. July 3, at 1; Basinghall Com. 
Fonblanque. 

ScHLesinceR, CHARLES FREDERICK, Epwarp ScuiesincER, & CHARLES 
Paxrirr, Drysalters, 9 & 10 Basinghall-st. Last Ex. (by adjnt. from May 
18) June 22, at 11; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanques 

Samira, Dantet, ppomecety 2 ying » Sloane-st., Chelsea. Div. July 
2, at 1; Basinghall Com. 

‘THOMPSON, Wenn «homeo rs fon), Coal Dealer, St. Paul’s Wharf,’ 
So st., Bi ;and Glass Manufacturer, as Thompson, Son, 

Wilson. pony “Accts, ae & te. daly 12, at 10; - Com, Bale 
Sask 

Tisor, Wrt1aM Canes (Tisoe & Son), Plumber, Hertford. Div. July 2, 

Was, Roseer, Tallor, Kingston ap 
ELLS, Ropert, or, -upon-Hull. Div. July 7, at 12; Town- 
hall, Kingston-upon-Hull. Com. A’ mre : 

Watetpen, Geonoe, jun., Brickmaker, Wyke-house, near Wincanton, Gil- 

‘ ey h at 11, to to decide upon an offer, made at his last exa- 
May 29. Com. Fonblanque. 
DIVIDENDS, 
Turspay, June 8, 1858. 

Feast, Rosert, Oil and Italian Warehouseman, 15 & 16 Finsbury-pa 
ment, and Little Moorfields. Second, 4d. Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-s. 

rumene, Sasa gh an li th 
LEMING, Tuomas, Merchant, Liverpool. First, 2s. 3d. Bird, 9 Sout 
Castle-st,, Liverpool ; any Monday, 11 to 2. i 

Heats, Roperr, Manchester, Wittiam Wetcn & Jonn Heats Barser, 
ee | eyes (Heath, Welch, & er rooevsn) 4s, 114d. sep. 


Fag yA pagel Kinnear, 87 Waterloo-st- ingham ; any Thurs- 

Ys le 

Lonorton, Joun, Ship Broker, Liverpool, First, 2¢. Bird, 9 South Castle- 
st., s any Monday, 11 to 2; 

Mocarra, Isaac Linpo, Merchant, Liverpool. Pitth, 24d. Bird, 9 South 


verpool ; say Men, ara 


— ees ae youre First, 244, Bird, 9 fowth Castle 








ef cztcsste 


—_ 
7 
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Ib oesnieeee ace an Yami “shee sae bie, 
5 any ys 
’s Wate. First, le. + 20 Alder- 
it Wednesdays, 11 to 2. 

Gaantecenn, Union- ~ ws nen. South- 

Div. 7}d., on account of First Div. of 2s. 3d. for creditors 

who have porns: + Nei June 15, 1855. Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st. ; any 

Wednesday, | 

Woon, JouHn ela & Water Tarrant, Cotton Brokers, Liverpool. 

12s. 8d., sep. est. of J. B. Wood. Turner, 53 South John-st., 
Liverpool ; any Wednesday, 11 to 2. 
Friar, June 11, 1858. 

ConstaNTINE, James, Cotton Spinner, Scout, near Newchurch-in-Rossen- 
dale. Second Div. 4p. Pott, 76 George-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 
1] to &. 

are Curtstorner, Cotton Manufacturer, New Town Mill, Habergham 

ves, Lancashire. First, 5$d. Pott, 76 George-st., Manchester; any 
Tuentay, ll toi, 

Hampson, Benjamin, Stationer, Manchester. First, 1s. 4d, . Pott, 76 
George-st., Manchester; any Tuesday, 11 to 1. 

Harrison, Wintiam, & Grorce Tayxor, Maltsters, Hadlow. First, 4s. 

d, 10 Basinghall-st. ; any Thursday, 11 to 2. 
yo vip, Manufacturer, Belfast and Manchester. First, 10d. Pott, 76 
rge-st., ge ey any Tuesday, 11 to 1. 
tora se Wintias, F First, 
3. Sid. Kinnear, 19 





Pan Faas ok Pally Gospel Oak, Tipton. 
pper Temple-st., Birmingham; any Thursday, 
nner, item. First, 48. 0}d. Pott, 76 George- 
ester; any y, 1 
RENNISON, FRANK, Merchant and Wa arehouseman, 21 Milk-st., Cheapside, 
Oo iad 10 baaingnall at 8 Malton-ter., Kingeente -rd. Second, 
10§d. id, 10 Basinghall-st., any Thursday, 11 to 2. 
Davin, Worsted r, Halifax. Second, 6d. Young, 5 Park- 
row, Leeds ; any day except Ria, 10 to 1. 


CERTIFICATES. 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
Tusspay, June 8, 1858. 
Arwtracr, Groner, Iron Merchant, 28 Clement’s-lane. June 30, at 12.30; 


“st. 
ASHTON, ut Plumber, Littlethorpe, near Narborough. Aug. 2, at 10; 
Burt, Hucu, Licensed Victualler, 11 Princes-st., Lambeth. June 29, at 2; 
Basinghall. 


St. 
Dickinson, Jon Giapwin, Draper, 30 Robertson-st., Hastings. June 30, 
at 11; Basinghall-st. 
Fritcs, “Witt, Licensed Victualler, em Warley-com., Great 
Warley, Essex. June 29, at 1; Basinghall-st. 
ae Jon, Miller, Warwick & Milverton.” July 5, at 10; Birming- 


HovListox, ALEXANDER, Cook & ee weer 8 Park-ter., Park-rd., Re- 
gent’s- . June 30, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Jonzs, Waiter, & Caartes Jones, Tallow Chandlers, 15 High-st., Isling- 
ton. June 29, at |; Basinghall-st. 

Merepits, Lewis, Grocer, Shrewsbury and Church Stretton, Salop. July 
6, at 10.30; Birmingham. 

Oxiver, Tuomas, & AnpREw Ottver, Lace Manufacturers, Nottingham. 
July 6, at 10.20; Shire-hall, Nottingham. 

, LAZARUS (not Sampson, as advertised in Gazatte of May 18), Mer- 
chant, om aE June 17 (not June 19¢h, as there advertised), at 11 ; 
Savacg, Gores, & Joun Lees, Bleachers, Mansfield. July 6, at 10.30; 

Shire-hall, Nottingham. 
ope es hee JULIUS ee Brickmaker, Halstead, Essex. June 29, at 
3 Basinghall. 
Srewaap, “ene Henry, Sa Merchant, 73 Tothill-st., Westminster. 
June 30, at 1; Basinghall-st. 
Ironmonger, Walthamstow, Essex. July 1, at 2; Ba- 


Wautis, meen hh og Plumber, High-st., Hemel Hempstead. June 
30, at 2; Basinghall-st. 
beer Witttam, Saddler, Ashton-under-Lyne. June 29, at 12; Man- 
r. 
Fripay, June 11, 1858. 
Barry, Jomn, Milliner, 26 Milsom-st., Bath. June 5, at 11; Bristol. 
Lron, Henry TP, Victualler, 28 & 29 Brook-st., Holborn. 
ae at 1; Basinghall-st. 
» Iron Master, Leeds. July 2, at 11; Commercial-bidgs., 
July 5, at 10; 


se, Anne Jane, Licensed Victualler, Birmingham. 
a naingham Epwarp, Boot & Shoe Maker, Birmingham. July 5, at 10; 
Wuartcoms, Cirantes Bensamin, Soap Manufacturer, Gosport. July 2, at 2; 
Wittiams, Wiuam, Linen Draper, Liandilo, Carmarthenshire. July 6, 


at 11; Bristol. 
, ng ym aNd Tea Dealer, Huddersfield. July 5, at 11; Com- 


To pate pearance, unless some SS be duly entered. 
Turspay, June 8, 1858. 
Sere Epwagp, Merchant, Live 


iron Wi 


May 81, 3rd class. 
Witttam So ee Merchant, 41 (e-at. May 31, 2nd class. 
r, Barking, Essex. June 1, 2nd class. 
AM, ia’ Octeter Lower Church-street, Whitehaven. June 2, 


Sivcah, Guonce, Brewer, + ayaa Path and Chandos-st., Portsea, co. 
ipton. June 2, 3rd c 

¥, Tron Merchant, Ps Park- lane, Tipton. June 7, 2nd class. 
Praxcu, inn,, Linen Draper, Brighouse, Halifax. May 31. 
cg on Turner, Bridge-st . Wi 
’ 








‘ood est, Summer-lane, Birming- 
titiam, & Witttam Hips, Hg Merchants, North Wharf- 
3rd class, ggg yt ey i 

Sd ‘thane, 0 We Hide, to be suspended for 9 





June 1, 2nd class, after a suspension of 6 mos. from Jan. 


Smonrawatte, Wits, Baker, » Essex. June 1, 2nd class. 
TayLor, JAMEs, Worsted Spinner, Ovenden, Halifax. June 1, Ist class. 


Farivar, June 11, 1858. 


Baows, Groncs Jonny, Rope Manufacturer, Hartlepool. June 3, 2nd class. 

Coorer, VateNtine, Inn-keeper, Bell-inn, Bath-rd., Cheltenham. June 8, 
Ist class. 

CrasTree, WittiaM Henry, Grocer, Preston, Garstang. June 4, 2nd 


class. 

Deans, Taomas, Draper, Penny-st., Blackburn. June 4, 3rd class; after 
a suspension of 2 years from May 28, 1856. 

Dominy, Joun, Fellmonger, Cerne Abbas, Dorset. June 3, 2nd class, 

Durron, WinL14M, Grocer, 39 Watling-st. June 4, 2nd class. 

Eastsurn, Rosert, Dyer, Halifax. May 21, 3rd class. 

FREsHWATER, JAMES, Tea Dealer, 44 Poultry. June 4, Ist class. 

Froceatr, Tuomas, & Wittiam Yroecarr, ton Spinners, Copster-hill 
within Oldham. June 3, 2nd class. 

Kernes, Wittiam, & Tuomas Cusse Keynes, Auctioneers, Salisbury. 
June 5, Ist class. 

Pecxston, Tomas, Linen Draper, Scarborough. May 21, 2nd class. 

Rowe, Joun Tuomas, Merchant, now of Live , formerly of Charlotte- 
town, Prince Edward’s Island. June 4, Ist ¢ 

SHELLEY, Sampson (Jackson & Shelley), Power Loom Cloth Manufacturers, 
Manchester. June 2, 2nd class. 

Vite, Grorce, Licensed Victualler, The Box-tree, Gravel-lane, Hounds- 
ditch. June 4, 3rd class. 

Wetis, Ricnarp, Tea Dealer, Blackburn. June 4, 2nd class. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
TuEsDaY, June 8, 1858. 


Coorr, Henry Caartes, Gent., 2 Great Knightrider-st., Doctors’-com- 
mons, & Woopyer MERRICKS Bucxton, Gent., 55 Queen’ S- Pea 
—— Proctors & Notaries, 2 Great Knightrider-st., 
mons ; mutual consent. Jan. 11. 

NEALOoR, 2 eee RrcwarD Joun Oram, Attorneys & Solicitors, 
Birmingham ; by effluxion of time on June 1. 


Fripay, Jwne 11, 1858. 
Bartox, Samus. Henry, & Francis SIMoNDs, Attorneys & Solicitors, 
Liverpool; by S. H. Barton, under the Deed of ip. June 5. 
Deacon, CHARLES EWENs, Witrtam Sreap, & Cuartes Jonn Tres, At- 
torneys & Solicitors, Southampton and Romsey; by mutual consent as 
regards C. E. Deacon, from Jan. 1. All debts due to or owing by the firm 
at Southampton wiil be received and paid by C. E. Deacon, who will carry 
on the practice at Southa : pton alone ; and all debts due to or owing by 
the firm at Romsey will b- received and paid by W. Stead & C. J. 
who will carry on the pra ‘tice at Romsey. 
Pain, THomas, & Georce Fieipine, Attorneys-at-Law, Solicitors, 
Notaries Public, Dover; by mutual consent. G. Fielding will 
the same professions or businesses, and will pay and receive all debts. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors, 
TursDaY, June 8, 1858. 

Ayton, Cuanrtes, Carpenter, Attleburgh, Norfolk. May 31. 
C. Cockell, Esq., Attleburgh; F. Pigg, Merchant, Norwich. 
ler, Son, & Bugg, Norwich. 

Cort, Witt1aM, Currier, Penzance. June 2. ‘Trustee, W. Norton, Iron- 
monger, Penzance. Sols. Roscorla & Davies, Penzance. 

Downinc, James, Linen Draper, Macclesfield. May 20. Trustees, J. Howell, 
Merchant, St. Paul's Churchyard; T. Jones, Merchant, Manchester. 
Indenture lies at the offices of Hunt & Son, Public Accountants, 94 King- 


st., Manchester. 
Lyon, Witt1am, Grocer, Standish, near Wigan, Lancashire. May 19. 
Trustees, T. Reckett & "@. HL Fryer, Tea Merchants, In- 
denture lies at the offices of Bennett & Co., Public Accountants, “ St. 
Ann’s-sq., Manchester. 
Fripar, June 11, 1858. 
Bavonex, Ricnarp, & Tuomas BAUGHEN, Shag Manufacturers, Banbury. 
Trustees, J. Hadland, Sn Banbury ; R. aves Esq., 


Bay, Kent. 
856. 


Trustees, 
Sols. Mil- 


June 4. 
Banbury. Aol. Hemi , Banbury. 

Bissy, Gzorer, Tailor, jradford. Trustees, J. Lomas, Woollen 
Warehouseman, Leeds; pA Hose, oollen Warehouseman, FY 


I. Mead, Woollen beings 00 gig London. Creditors 
Aug. 12. Sol. Cross, B: 

Cunnotp, Jon, Soda Water" Manufacturer, Salisbury-pl., New-road. 
May 14. Trustees, H. Longman, , 86 Baston-st., 3q. 5 
A. W. Kennard, Cork Manufacturer, Eastcheap. Creditors to execute 
before July 14. Sol. Sawbridge, 126 Wood-st., Cheapside. 

om Wittiam, Joiner and Publican, Chester. May 25. Trustees, J.B. 

Musgrave, Timber Merchant, Chester; T. H. Evans, Spirit Merchant, 
Chester; W. Booth, Brewer, Llangollen. Sols. Hostage & Tatiock, 
Bridge-house, Chester. 

Davis, Joun, Upholder, 138 Tottenham-ct.-rd. Jane 9. Ziwstees, M. 8. 
Riach, Warehouseman, 105 Wood-st., Cheapside; J. Owen, Chair Maker, 
67 Old-st-rd., Shoreditch ; W. Cutbill, Cabinet eee 2la, Providence- 
row, Finsbury-sq. Creditors to execute before July 

FststeaD, Jounx, Grocer, Shields. June ri , ee E. Ridley, 
Provision Dealer, Newcastle-upon-Tyne; T. Y. Strachan, Accountant, 
South Shields. Creditors to execute before Sep. 4. Sol. Wawn, jun., 
76 Ling-st., South Shields. 

Him, ‘Taomas, Builder, Nottingham. May 14. Trustee, J. Edwards, Tim- 
ber Merchant, Nottingham. Creditors to execute before July 14. Sols. 
Brewster & Son, Nottingham. 

Lioyp, Saran, Beerstller, Ketley-town, Wellington, Salop. 


31, Truster 
B. Smith, Urocer, Ironbridge, Madeley, Salop: B Cooke, , Wel- 
lington ; T. Powell, Miller, ll Mills, High Ercall, Salop. Sol. Beeston, 


Church-st., Wellington. 

Lock, James, Tailor, Upper-arcade, Bristol, trading under firm of James 
Lack & Son. May 29. Ziustee, W. ior, Cabinet Maker, Church-st., 
Bris' Sol. Ayre, 21 Bridge-st., Bristol, 


tol. 
meee, ald, Gent, 9 Oakey-rias Adelaide, May 15. Hatuptad  ilet, 


Warehouseman, 7 Regent-st. ; WB ent, Laren ses eee, 
Sol. Miller, 1 — 
SurrH, Jossru, Maltster, Tewkesbury. June 7, Zrwelees, J. P, Kimberley, 
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Merchant, Gloucester; T. Appelbee, Gent., Tewkesbury. Sols. Winter- 
botham & Co., Tewkesbury. 
WirtiaMs, James, Printer, Hayle, Cornwall. May 14. Trustee, A. M. B. 
§ (Davey, Spinster, Hoyle. Sol. Hichens, jun., St. Ives, Cornwall. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery, 


TuesvayY, June 8, 1858. 

Broruers, James, Clerk in Orders, Brabourne, Kent. Jones v. Danger- 
field, Palmer v. Dangerfield, M.R. Last Day for igo July 3, for cre- 
ditors who have not executed trust-deed of Dec. 11, 151. 

Burcner, Josepa Batpock, Surgeon, Gravesend (who ‘ied in re 1858). 
Homewood v. Butcher, V. C. Wood. Last Day for Proof, June 

Burier, Witttam, Publican, Ferry-lane, Old Brentford (who Soain ‘April, 
1858). Butler v. Stacey, M.R. Last Day for Proof, July 12. 

CoTrrRett, Joun, Baker, Cheapside, Sunninghill, Berks oes died in Oct. be 
1857). ‘Simonds ». Cottrell, V. C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, July 17. 

Surciirre, Joseru, Wine Merchant, Halifax (who died in July, 1857). 
Tonge v. Sutcliffe, V. C. Kindersley. Last Day for Proof, July 13. 


Fripay, June 11, 1858. 

AtronD, Pair, Gent., Sunbury, Middlesex (who died in Feb., 1857). 
Alford v. Parsons, V. C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, June 7. 

Bess, Ricuarp, Dolarddyn, Castle Coletiaen, bya anges peg (who 
, alge in Ca 1855). Davies v. Bebb, V. C. Kindersley. Last Day for 

roof, J 

Beever, fake, Widow, Palterton, Derbyshire (who died in Dec., 1854). 
Be pester’ 's. Estate, Spray v. Spray, V. C. Stuart. Last Day forProof, 

yi. 

Deas, Joun, Surgeon, Staindrop, Durham; and Joun Corrirts Deax, 
Barrister-at-Law, Staindrop (who respectively died in Dec., 1858). Par- 
kin v. Hanson, VY. C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, July 9. 

Hupsox, Joux, sen., Master Mariner, Wells, Norfolk (who died in Dec., 
1852). Hudson v. Elgar, V.C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, July 6. 

Lees, Rosert, Gent., Padfield, Glossop, Derbyshire A as died in June, 
1837). Lees v. Lees, M.R. Last Day for Proof, Ju 

Macconnety, Richard, Builder, Deer (who died in Teh, 1857). Boxrne 
v. Macconnell, V. C. Stuart. ast Day for Proof, July "5, 

Parkinson, Joun Law, Cattle Salesman, 10 Hightield-ter., Camden-town 
(who died on Feb. 9, 1858). Parkinson ce. Parkinson, V. C. Stuart. Last 
Day for Proof, July 5. 

Reeve, Taomas, Pawnbroker, formerly of Gray’s-inn-lane, and late of 
High-st., Kingsland, now of Northumberland-house, Stoke Newington 
(a person of unsound mind). Last Day for Proof, July 10, before the 
Masters in Lunacy, at 45 Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Waicat, Tuomas, Butcher, West Retford, Nottingham (who died in Nov 
1845). Wright ». Wright, V. C. Stuart. Last Day for Proof, July 17. 


GAinding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Turspay, June 8, 1858. 
UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 


Era Assurance Socrery.—V. C. Wood will, on June 18, at 12, at his 
chambers, appoint an Official Manager. 

Nozracumpertanp & Dcrnam District Bankixe Company.—Upon mo- 
tion made unto the Lords Justices, their Lordships did, on May 26, order 
that James Edward Coleman, of Old Jewry-chambers, Accountant, be 
appointed an Official Liquidator, in addition to John Fogg Elliott, William 
Bainbridge, and Joseph Fairs. 

Timeer Preservinc Company.—V. C. Wood, on May 22, peremptorily 
ordered that a call of £10 per share be made on all the contributories in 
the list under Class A; and that each contributory do, on or before June 
22, pay the same to W. Turquand, the Official Manager, at 13 Old Jewry- 
chambers. 

Liwirep, 1s BANKRUPTCY. 

Exectric Power Licut & Cotourn Company, LimiTep.— A Petition for 
the winding-up of this Company was, on June 1, presented to the Court 
of Bankruptcy in London, and will be heard by Mr. Commissioner Fane 
on June 17, at 11. 

Fripay, June 11. 1858. 
UnsLimitep, in CHANCERY. 

Exa Assurance Society.—All parties claiming to be creditors are to prove 
their debts before V. C. Wood, at his chambers ; and to meet before him 
there, on June 24, at 1, to appoint one or more persons to represent all 
the creditors 

Liversence Inos Compaxy.—The Master of the Rolls appointed, on June 
8th. Henry Chatteris, 26 Milk-st., Cheapside, Accountant, Official 
Manager. 

Trevexa Mintxc Compaxy.—The Master of the Rolls will proceed, on 
June 24, at 12, at his chambers, to settle the list of contributories. 


Scotch DSequestrations. 
Tvespay, June 8, 1858. 


Campsett, Rosert, Merchant, Oban. June 11, at 12; Caledonian-hotel, 
Oban. Seq. June |. 

Foncax, Tuomas, Contractor and Builder, a June 11, at 12; 
Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. June |. 

Kixc, Tuomas, Coalmaster ai and Quarrier, Motherwell and ng June 
15, at 12; Faculty-hall, St. eng tn mes Glasgow. Seq. June 

Maagtin, Gronae, Civil Engineer, Glasgow. June 18, at 2; Focaity-hall, 
St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. June 5. 

Younc, Jou, Power-Loomn Manufacturer, Burnside Factory, Rutherglen, 
near Glasgow, deceased. June 11, at 12; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., 
Glasgow. Seq. June 3. 

Faipay, June ii, 1858. 

Gaast, James, jun., Ir , Ca’ n. June 18, at 2; Sheriff 
Court-room. Campbeltown, ‘Seq. Jue 5, 

Garant, James, deceased, M beltown, Argyll. June 18, at 1; 

Court-room, “amd Seq. June 5 
Hoss, Rowext, Watchmaker, South Bridge-st., Edinburgh. June 15, at 2; 
enson's-rooms, 4 St. Andrew-sq., Edinburgh. Seq. June 7. 








Stevenson 
Kina, Tuomas, oon Master, oars, and oo. ion 15, at 12; 


Paculty-hall St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seg. June 
— Jamns. Grocer, New Shevenston, —-* fais 18, at 2; Bruce 
rms-inn (Walker's), Hamilton. Seg. J 
Heron, po Homa nig hoo gta pte 15, at 12; Myles’-hotel, King- 
Wisoats, Joux, 1 thse Alloa. June 18, at 2; Royal Oak-hotel, 
Alloa. Seq. Tune 7, 





ESSEL AND KUKLA’S PATENT GAs ae 


HEAT ep prance for bbe Bn 
and th and Halls of 


jouses, 

the Heat pen anead thee Pree Dest 
Engineers, Fitters, and Scientific Persons, bar have had an opportunity of 
testing it, a great benefit or public boon. The construction is so simple 
thas .colmass get out of ‘ None of the heat produced ts wasted. es 
no flues are required, which is an immense economy of expense. 

__ No —— or particular attention is wanted "eartug the action, and, 

can arise from leaving the bag eric any 
leuntt of. pro e, and is perheay | secure from accidents by fire 

The “ Mining Journal,” of October 25, rips Sey says :— 

“ The application of gas for domestic and other pe has fp 
almost general ; but great objections have arisen to its extended use, 
account of general impurity. This is now entirely obviated by the Hi Heat 

tor, patented by Messrs. WessEL and Kuga, Hanover-square, 

The invention consists of a cylindrical vessel, A go form, in which a 

Je jet of gas is funeeutel, and by atmospheric air diffused around. 
Although but one flame is required for the apparatus, it ae 
evolves and disseminates a heat 0 of great intensity, Bir mien, Bein 8 
centration of the intrinsic power of the flame. As th a perfect con- 
sumption of the combustible materials, as well as their products, no 
obnoxious and unhealthy smells exist, nor is there any “a of pm Md 
dust ; flues and pipes are likewise rendered unnecessary fd toad 
which the heat emanates attracts and decomposes all inyparities in air, 
and consequently renders it a useful article for hospitals, churches, and 
other places where great heat and temperature are required. The 
stove in Messrs. WEssEL and Co.’s wareroom (65 feet by 26) consumes about 
5 feet of gas in an hour, the av cost of which is 4d. ; fra place 
smaller dimensions, the consumption of gas would be in 

And the “‘ Derbyshire Advertiser” of November 21, 1856, says :— 

“Messrs. Wessel and Kukla have just patented an apparatus called the 
Heat Disseminator, which we have seen in operation at the warehouse of 
the former gentlemen, at 18, Hanover-square, London. The heat —_ 
forth is pure and without smell, and the invention is recommendatory 
upon the score of convenience and economy, the apparatus being very small, 
and the warming of a good-sized room costing but one farthing per hour. 
The salon to which we allude is exclusively devoted to the reception of 
German music, a sheet of which, from any part of the warehouse, was 
found to present a perfectly crisp and dry appearance, although five feet of 
gus alone was used per hour, and the exterior atmosphere was damp. The 
heat is uniform, sufficiently moist for health.” 

J, A. HOFMANN & Co., Sole Agents for the United Kingdom. 

London, Sept., 1857, 9, Gresham Street, London, E.C. 


SOUTH LANCASHIRE.—Bold Estates. — Rit gry and 
Manorial Domain, comprising 5,798 acres ot Mahi hig and con- 
stantly improving Land, with noble Mansion, highly rato Wood- 
lands, Three oe valuable Collieries, Inns, Mills, Wares Grounds, 
Stone Quarries, Bick and Tile Works, Potter’s Clay, and rich Beds or 
Seams of Coal, Cunnel, and other Minerals, appa under nearly 6,500 
acres.—Rental upwards of £12,000 pe 

ESSRS. CLOWES and “FLOWERDEW have 
received instructions from HENRY HOGHTON, Esq., to SELL by 

PUBLIC AUCTION, at the MART, LONDON, on TH URSDAY, the Powe ds of 

JULY, 1858, at TW ELVE for ONE o’clock, in One Lot, at the 

mum price of £332,000. The extensive and highly-valuable F! OLDand 

MANORIAL ESTATES of BOLD, within four miles of Warrington, twelve of 

Liverpool, and eighteen of Manchester, extending, almest ina ring fence, over 

nearly the entire township of Bold, and into those of Burtonwood and Sutton, 

where some detached portions become closely intermixed with the exten- 
sive suburbs of the important and thriving Town of St. Heien’s. The wir 
sion is a noble and substantial structure, arranged with every 

comfort and convenience, seated upon a gentle elevation in the uaie 

Park, commanding fine views of the adjacent country, and immediately sur- 

rounded by its numerous well-arranged Farms, on which a very heavy out- 

lay has recently been incurred in the perfection oi a thorough — of sub- 
soil drainage, and the erection of many new and substantial farm 

upon the most complete scale of modern improvement, which, with 
ills, Inns, Nursery Grounds, smal! holdings, and the estimated rental of the 

Mansion and premises in hand, are now realizing £12,227 ls..7d. per 
annum. A small section only of the extensive Coal Mines is at present in 
lease, at a minimum annual rent of £600, which will shortly become greatly 
increased, and every facility and inducement exist for the further 
ment of the vast mineral wealth comprised within the limits of this 
property. The Estates are intersected by the London and North-Western 
and St. Helen’s Railways, upon which they possess no less than six railway 
stations, and command frontages of many ye in extent, as well as _ 
the Fy highways traversing the property, and ‘ore bats 
building and other purposes rarely to be met wit The above 

being wholly unincumbered, one-half the purchase-money may remain 

mortgage of the property. 

Particulars (2s, 6d. ah) may be had of Messrs. Rowson and wh Coase Soli- 
citors, Prescot; Mr. A. Bannerman, Agent’s Office, Bold, and Chorley; 
Messrs. Boone, Booksellers, 29, New Bond-street ; i and at the Mart, London 
or will be posted, on application to Messrs. Clowes and Flowerdew, 
Agents, Norwich. 

LEASEHOLD ESTATE, held meter Ra Qaporasion of London, nearly 

MESS8s ABBOTT and. 'WRIGGLESWORTH 

will SELL by AUCTION, at the AUCTION Z, gnome Se 

Bank of England, on beg yg oss DAY, the 16th JUNE, at rwo's ne, 

cisely, without reserve, all those EXTENSIVE PREMISES, 

CO: DUIT-STREET, REGEN T-STREET, T, com 

extensive manufactory, excellent dwelling-house, domestic offices ; 

‘idee v lease tues the Ootpocmtion of Leséon ter 6 tere @ Wain a aa 

were unexpired at Lady-day, 1858, at a ground rent of £4 7s. 6d. a toe 

with a perpetual right of renewal every 14 years on payment of a fine 

£30 12s, 6d., and sub-demised with the fixtures scheduled to the 


Mr. Thomas Jennens, military button mamefacturer, for 16 Ria on! 1 
amar re at the very low net rent of £145 per feggs 4 


ino he 














bh 
=P ease 


i] 
eae § 


~) 


= \| seco rset ses = 


> 


= 8 


25. 


te nea ee ee Poe bee tb rpeleses as. BEB KES 








<= 


aero me KSB Ot1 arr aH Se 


~~ ea See 






Sen FR” 


a+ 


| uns 19, 1858. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 677 





— 





ERS’ COPIES CAN BE BOUND ON THE FOLLOWING 


SuBscRIB 
geRMS:—THE JOURNAL anp REPORTER, 1n seEpa- 
' RATE VOLUMES, CLOTH, 2s. 6d. PER VOLUME; HALF CALF, 
4s. 6d. PER VOLUME. CLOTH COVERS FOR BINDING CAN BE 


SUPPLIED AT ls. 3d. EACH. THE TWO SENT FREE BY POST 
FoR 36 sTAMPS. READING CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 
FOR A YEAR ARE NOW READY, 3s. 6d. EACH.—ORDERS 
T0 BE SENT TO THE PUBLISHER. 

A COMPLETE INDEX OF THE CURRENT VOLUME 18 NOW 
OPEN FOR REFERENCE, AT THE PUBLISHING OFFICE, 
FREE OF CHARGE. THE INDEX WILL BE REGULARLY 
MADE UP AS EACH SUCCESSIVE NUMBER APPEARS. 

We cannot notice any communication unless accompanied by the 
name and address of the writer. 

Advertisements can be received at the Office until six o'clock on 
Friday evening. 

Numerous complaints having been made by gentlemen who have 
either had great difficulty in procuring the Soticrtors’ Jour- 
NAL, or to whom it has been supplied very irregularly, we beg to 
inform our readers and the Profession, that it is published at 7 
o'clock on Saturday morning, and may usually be procured by 
the News Agents at that hour. Our own provincial Subscribers 
are supplied by the morning mails, and the town delivery is com- 

in the course of the morning. Itis particularly requested, 
therefore, that complaints referring to irregularities uf this 
kind may be forwarded to the Publisher, and, in case they should 
continue, he will be happy to forward the Journal direct from 


the Office. 
THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


peesciist: "AEN ls 
LONDON, JUNE 19, 1858. 











JOINT STOCK COMPANIES'LAW. 

There seems. a fatality about all legislation on this 
subject. Every Act that has been passed (and there 
have been enough of them) has been deformed by pal- 
pable blots on the face of it, and, if some of the pre- 
vious attempts of the Legislature had not reached the 
possible limits of inconsistency and absurdity, we should 
not hesitate to pronounce Mr. Henley’s Bill the greatest 
failure of all. Certainly it may vie with the choicest 
morsels of Parliamentary blundering with which the 
law of insolvent companies has been alimented from 
year to year. 

The Bill bears evident marks of having been framed 
with reference to the recent decision in the case of the 
Northumberland and Durham Bank; but, strangely 
enough, it does nothing to cure the worst of the mis- 
chiefs which were so pointedly exposed in the judgment 
of Lord Justice Turner. ‘ Most marvellous it is,” said 
the Lord Justice, “that the Legislature should have 
pl the law in this position, that there being the 

of 1848 and 1849 for winding-up companies, a new 

Act is passed in 1856, which has for its object the regis- 
tration of companies, and also the winding-up of com- 
panies. That Act is amended in 1857; banking com- 
panies are introduced into it by the operation of another 
Act passed in the year 1857; so that there is a complete 
> ges ad winding-up under the Act of 1856; and yet 
old iawn Pp cts are not only left standing, but 
actually amended by the Act passed in the same year, 

1857; so that, in truth, we have two series of winding- 
Up Acts passed by the Legislature in the same year.” 

these observations relate only to one part of the case 
og Parliament in the matter of winding-up legisla- 
Besides the two systems of winding-up which 

Were turned out side by side in the same session, there 
still remained in existence a third process, earlier in date 
than either—viz. that of proceeding by an adjudication 

ptey against a defaulting company. The con- 
fit between Bankruptcy and Chancery in the case of 

British Bank had illustrated the evils of this 
Kind legislation by wasting about £17,000 of the 
mon oy ing to the creditors of that nefarious con- 

._ Xet Par 
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nt, with this fact before it, had gone 





on spinning new webs of complication, and by the 
Winding-up Amendment Act of 1857 had still further 
aggravated the contradictions and inconsistencies of its 
former statutes. Nobody off the bench could say whe- 
ther this last addition had destroyed or confirmed the 
claims of the Court of Bankruptcy to interfere in the 
affairs of a company which the Court of Chancery had 
already taken in hand. The result of an appeal to. the 
law has been curious enough. The Lord Chancellor 
has held, in the case of the London and Eastern 
Banking Corporation, that the Legislature has established 
the jurisdiction in bankruptcy in such a case, and that 
the adjudication, the choice of assignees, and the proof 
of debts, are proceedings which it is competent to credi- 
tors to take. His Lordship considered it impossible to 
restrain the exercise of this legal right, but, at the same 
time, held it to be essential to prohibit the assignees who 
might be appointed from doing anything whatever by 
virtue of their office, except merely concurring with the 
official manager in steps which might as readily have been 
taken without the additional expense of a nugatory 
application to the Court of Bankruptcy. The final sen- 
tence of the judgment declares the only effect which the 
ingenuity of the Legislature has brought about, “ The 
costs will come out of the estate.” Well might the 
Lord Chancellor say that the Acts of Parliament were 
somewhat difficult to reconcile. 

While three inconsistent pieces of costly machinery 
are thus set up, to divide the function of carrying out 
the liquidation of the affairs of a defaulting company, 
creating different officers with different powers, permit- 
ting’ or directing various modes of illusory relief to cre- 
ditors, involving a choice between compulsory and 
voluntary proceedings, and giving thé option to the 
bankrupt company, instead of to the defrauded creditors, 
it is remarkable that all the three methods are more or 
less defective in that which ought to be the basis of all 
legislation on the subject. What is required is to secure 
the creditors against any making away of property, 
which is liable by law to answer their demands, and on 
the other hand to guard shareholders against vexatious 
proceedings, by which individuals may be ruined, when, 
if a proper course were taken, the claims against the 
company might be satisfied by a fair apportionment of 
liabilities among all who are legally subject to them. 

There is only one possible way out of the labyrinth of 
complications with which the Legislature has embarrassed 
a question not in itself involving any very sérious 
amount of difficulty; and that is by sweeping away all 
that has been done, and passing a new Consolidation 
and Amendment Act, consistent with itself and with 
common sense. The experience which, in consequence 
of the unhappy collapse of so many companies, abounds 
on the subject; the judicial exposure of the unintelli- 
gible and mischievous character of the present law; and 
the trial which has been given to so many different 
systems—have really removed all doubt as to the course 
which{ought tobe pursued. Let the officers to whom the 
liquidation is entrusted be chosen, not by the bankrupts 
themselves, but by the Court and the creditors ; let them 
have ample power to make sufficient calls to the extent of 
the legal liability of the shareholders ; let them also have 
the indispensable authority to place the hand of the Court 
upon any property which is in danger of being spirited 
away ; let all private remedies of particular creditors be 
absolutely , suspended—and there would be no more 
difficulty in winding-up the affairs of a company than in 
distributing the estate of an individual bankrupt. A 
Consolidation Act on this basis would be an incalculable 
boon, but this is not at all what the Government Bill is 
intended to be. 

It is one piece more of patchwork, to be tagged on to the 
parti-coloured vestment which the Legislature has been 
stitching together bit by bit during the last ten 
The new patch is, we think, the least harmonious addi- 
tion that has ever been made to the garment ; and, with- 
out mending any of the old rents, will leave a nice col- 
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lection of new shreds to be tugged at by rival applicants 
for the honour and the profit of dismembering a 
used-up company. 

Its first provision is an extension of the ill-judged 
19th clause of the Joint Stock Act of 1857. By that 
section, power was given to a company to wind itself up 
by voluntary proceedings, under the partial superinten- 
dence of the Court. According to the regulations pro- 
posed by the Bill, the Court is in such cases to have the 
power to add or to remove liquidators, and the same power 
of enforcing calls is to exist as in the case of a compul- 
sory winding-up. All proceedings by creditors may be 
stayed, and any authorities that may be thought fit may 
be delegated to the liquidators, who are then to exercise 
them, without the special intervention of the Court. 
The last provision, intended to save the necessity of re- 
peated applications to the Court, is a good one, if care- 
fully acted on; but it is accompanied by a provision 
which makes it extremely dangerous. All vacancies 
among the liquidators are to be filled up by the com- 
pany—in other words, the bankrupts are to choose 
their own assignees. It is easy to see how this will work 
when coupled with the powers of making and compro- 
mising calls intended to be given to the liquidators under 
the new Act. With no better machinery than this to 
protect creditors, the winding-up of a company will be 
the pleasantest little family arrangement that can be 
conceived. 

But the most discreditable clause is the 10th, which, 
in a manner, incorporates the old Acts of 1848 and 1849 
with the new set of Acts for the same purpose which 
have nothing whatever in common with them, and can- 
not possibly be made consistent with them. We have 
two essentially distinct machines for working out the 
same purpose. Already it has been found extremely 
difficult to say how far the one or the other jurisdiction 
extends; and now we have a new Bill, which declares 
that when you use the one you shall be considered also to 
adopt the other, and that the Court is to mix up to- 
gether, to the best of its ability, two rival systems of 
administration, founded on entirely different principles. 
Such a jumble as this must make would only plunge 
the judges into confusion ten times worse than that 
which has been created by the ill-defined limits of the 
old Acts. If any folly were impossible, we should 
think that this clause could not be allowed to stand; but 
the worst fault of the Bill is not a clause here or there, 
but that it is an attempt to mend what is only fit to be 
destroyed. There is no chance of setting things straight 
without a Consolidation Act, and the sooner Mr. Henley 
withdraws his ill-framed Bill, and brings in a compre- 
hensive measure, the better it will be for the credit of a 
ministry which affects a vast amount of zeal in the cause 
of law reform. 

« + ——--—~- - 


PROGRESS OF LEGISLATION. 


So far as can be judged from the progress already made, 
the results of legislative labour during the present session 
will admit of being compressed into a volume of mode- 
rate dimensions. It is one of the duties of the lon 
vacation to review the transactions of the busy varia 
which preceded it, and to prepare to reduce to practice 
in the course of the next legal year the enactments 
which have found place in the Statute-book. In the 
present year this task promises to be a light one, and in 
particular the business of conveyancing is not likely to 
undergo any considerable change. The limited and 
cautious measure of Lord Cranworth for facilitating the 
sale of land was introduced by its author with all the 
appearance of sincerity ; but it was impossible to avoid 
ing that the demonstration thus made would turn 
out to be deceptive, and that sooner or later, in one House 
of Agog hg a, he other, the hand of fate Meas, 
reach this Bill. sinister a ight, 
have been drawn from the pal Man that ted 
Cranworth’s measure was entrusted in the House of 





Commons to the tender care of Sir Richard Bethell. 
But it would be unjust to tax the step-father with con- 
tributing to the infant’s impending death. A select com- 
mittee proposed by Government is to be made the instru- 
ment of pita ning This committee, it is thought, 
upon consideration of the whole subject, may be able 
to suggest a more comprehensive measure. Thus the 
lan of the Registration Commissioners was set aside by 
Lord Cranworth because it was too large, and now the 
plan of Lord Cranworth is set aside by one of those 
commissioners, Mr. Walpole, because it is too small. 
The probability that the select committee proposed on 
Thursday evening will produce during the present 
session their comprehensive measure, is about equal to 
the probability that the nuisance from the Thames will 
be got rid of during the same period. For let us only con- 
sider for one moment how the desired committee is to be 
formed, and when it is to find time to sit. The 
advantage of Lord John Russell's aid might probably 
be secured for its deliberations, unless, indeed, his devo- 
tion to social science should be interrupted by any fresh 
temptation to engage in what Mr. Disraeli calls ‘‘ cabals.” 
Nor would it be difficult to obtain the services of other 
laymen whose names command the confidence of the 
House. But how are lawyers of eminence to attend the 
meetings of this committee during the busy weeks which 
recede the closing of the courts? One division of 
earned members has to reconcile attendance upon cir- 
cuit with the discharge of its duties in the House, while 
others must be present in the Court of Chancery daily 
during the hours appointed for the proceedings of com- 
mittees. We do not doubt the sincerity of the various 
professions made by the present and the late Attorney- 
General of their desire to facilitate the transfer of land, 
but we feel satisfied that it is impossible they can at 
present undertake the labour necessary to carry out their 
lans. 
. It is difficult to fix attention upon the progress of 
measures which are so manifestly destined to fail of 
ultimate effect. Two Bills of Lord Cranworth, and two 
Bills of Lord St. Leonards, have undergone considera- 
ble discussion, both in the public sittings and in select 
committees of the House of Lords. The passing of the 
Transfer of Land Bill was actively opposed, and only 
carried by a majority of one. This Bill, as we have 
seen, has been referred to a select committee of the 
Commons; and thus, in all probability, has reached its 
final stage. The Bill for giving to trustees, mortgagees, 
&é., certain usual powers, without the necessity of so 
providing in the trust or mortgage deed, has also 
the Upper House; but we cannot exactly say what 
has happened to it since, or whether Sir Richard 
Bethell, or anybody else, has charged himself with 
its further progress. Probably, before the session 
closes, we shall hear that the Government do not 
disapprove the principle of this Bill, but that they 
povne va that its passing would interfere with ther 
own liberty of proposing a more comprehensive 
measure. The two Bills of Lord St. Leonards have 
reached the House of Commons. One of them, the 
Trustees Relief Bill, has been referred to a select com- 
mittee, and the other, the Law of Property Amendment 
Bill, has been formally read a second time, with the 
usual understanding for the postponement of a discussion, 
which must necessarily be very dry and technical. This 
Bill was very fully considered by a select committee 
of the House of Lords, and certain clauses of another 
Bill of Lord St. Leonards, called the Transfer of Estate 
Simplification Bill, were introduced into it, and the 
remainder of that Bill dropped. Upon the expedie 
of some of the provisions of the Bill as it now stan 
there can be no question, and it appears, from the Aa uf 
of the committce, that they bestowed a good of 


consideration go i Machete clauses. Poon in ba 
existing state of our legislative jin v 
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all that has been done, it is by no means certain that 
the House of Commons will find time and patience to 
ve the Bill through its remaining stages. 

e Chancery Amendment Bil 
General has been passed by both Houses, and may now 
he reckoned among the achievements of the present 
ministers. The Bills to amend the Probate and Divorce 
Acts will also probably be passed, although it is by no 
means certain that their ultimate form will be such as to 
satisfy all complaints apninet the legislation of last year. 
And even if they should be passed, they can only be re- 

ed as supplements to the nae home Acts, and not as 
independent works in the field of law reform. Of Bills 
promised, but not yet before the public, the most import- 
ant is that on the subject of husk repery and insolvency. 
It is, of course, impossible that all the labours of 
lawyers and merchants, the exertions of Chambers of 
Commerce, and the late petition of 3000 leading traders, 
should not command attention. We think, however, 
that deliberate and satisfactory legislation is scarcely to 
be expected in what remains of the present session, 
and it will be well to rest contented with the pro- 
duction of the Government measure, and of that pre- 
pared by the Committee of the Social Science Conference, 
and to bestow upon them during the recess that careful 
consideration which they can scarcely receive amid the 
any duties of the next six weeks. 

The law regarding crossed cheques cannot be left in 
its present state, and, therefore, we suppose that the 
Government Bill, or some modification of it, will pass. 
Perhaps this Bill furnishes one of the most striking ex- 
amples that can be found of the small consideration that 
is bestowed og the framing of Acts of Parliament. 
As soon as the BiJl was printed criticisms became 
numerous and severe, and the Attorney-General ‘took 
an early opportunity of telling the House of Commons 
that amendments would be made to meet the objec- 
tions taken to it. But why, it may be asked, were not 
these objections anticipated when the Bill was drawn? 
There were no principles in doubt, and all the drafts- 
man had to do was to express, if possible, in clear and 
unequivocal language, the notorious intention of the 
Legislature. If this can be done at all, it could have 
been done, and ought to have been done, when the Bill 
was first brought in, and not by amendments made in 
deference to suggestions in the newspapers. 

There remains the bill of the Attorney-General for 
giving effect to wills made by British subjects abroad 
with the formalities prescribed by our law, without 
reference to the question of domicile. A similar Bill 
was brought in last year shortly after a decision of the 
privy Council had shown very strongly the necessity for 
legislation. Sir Richard Bethell objects to the Attorney- 
General's Bill, although he admits the necessity of pass- 
ing some measure on the subject. We believe we have 
how enumerated the principal results, actual and pro- 
bable, of the session in the way of law reform, except the 
new Joint Stock Companies Bill, which is discussed in 
another article. The contrast between the existing facts 
and the hopes and fears in which the session opened 
may be usefully remembered for the warning and com- 
fort of future years. 


Legal WN els. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
RETIREMENT OF Mr. Justice CoLERIDGE.—June 12. 

Mr. Justice Coleridge this day sat for the last time. 

Soon after two o'clock Lord Camppext called upon the 
Attorney-General to move. 

The Attorney-General rose, and the whole bar stood while he 
said :—“ May it please your Lordships,—Mr. Justice Coleridge, 
the moment has now arrived that I am called upon to discharge 
the duty of attempting to express to your Lordship, in the 
“high | the bar of England, the sentiments of regret with 

hich they have learned that you are about to quit that station 





of the Solicitor- - 





which you have so long occupied and adorned. Three-and- 
twenty years have now elapsed since your Lordship was raised, 
by the well-deserved favour of the Crown, to a seat upon that 
bench. Throughout that eventful period your public life has 
been distinguished by that dignified and sustained exercise of 
high judicial qualities which has rendered so many of your 
predecessors illustrious, and won for the administration of the 
law in this court the respect and confidence of the people. But, 
my Lord, it is more especially to the members of the bar that 
your long and eminent judicial career has exhibited a bright 
example of the display of all those attributes which best become 
a judge in the discharge of his judicial duties. To a clear and 
powerful intellect—to legal and constitutional learning, at once 
accurate and profound—to patient assiduity and attention— 
your Lordship has also added the estimable and scarcely less 
important qualities of uniform courtesy, evenness of temper, and 
kindness of heart. My Lord, we rejoice, in bidding you fare- 
well—we rejoice that your country will not altogether be 
deprived of your invaluable services, and that your well-tried 
ability and experience may yet be called into action in the 
councils of the Queen. But, my Lord, whether you shall con- 
tinue to dedicate your efforts to the public good, or shall seek 
the enjoyment of that repose to which the labours of a long 
and useful life so well entitle you, be assured, my Lord, that in 
your retirement from that bench you will carry with you the 
respect, the regard, and the esteem of every member of the bar, 
and their sincere and earnest wishes for your health, prosperity, 
and happiness. 

Mr. Justice COLERIDGE requested the bar to be seated, and 
then spoke as follows :—Mr. Attorney-General and gentlemen 
of the bar, accept my heartfelt thanks for this most gratifying 
testimony of your regard. I wish I could feel that what has 
been said is as strictly just as it is abundantly kind. But, al- 
though this cannot be, I will not deny myself the pleasure of 
believing, that, to some extent, I have earned the good opinion 
and affection of the bar. I should be ungrateful indeed if I 
doubted the sincerity of such a succession of kind testimonies 
as have attended me in every step of my career. This, gentle- 
men, the close of the whole, will be remembered by me as long 
as I live, and it is a great comfort to me at this trying moment 
—for, gentlemen, you can well believe that I am under the ex- 
citement of conflicting feelings. I have taken the resolution of 
retiring before I was compelled to do so by sickness, infirmity, 
or incapacity; and that step has not been hastily taken. Her 
Majesty has been pleased to summon me to her Privy Council, 
which will give me still some occasional judicial employment, 
and I do not think it right to shrink from any opportunity of 
being useful, according to my strength and ability; but still I 
look forward to simple rest, a desire not unnatural at my time 
of life, and after somany years of labour; and I contemplate a 
return to those pursuits which were the delight of my youth, 
but which I find to be incompatible with due attention to my 
profession. But, with all these circumstances in my. mind, I 
may be excused for saying that it is a solemn thought that I 
shall find it difficult to give up the habits and break off the 
associations of nearly forty years, which I may find have become, 
as it were, a part of my very nature. It isa solemn thought, that 
I have come to the end of my professional career, and that the 
responsibility of that judicial career now rises up before me at 
@ moment when no neglect of duty can be amended, and no 
breach of duty can be repaired. This moment, too, recalls 
that long list of associates with whom I have laboured within 
these walls, and whom, in the course of nature, I must expect 
before long to follow. Gentlemen, I assure you it is a sad 
thought that I am to part with you. I well recollect with 
what misgiving I took my seat on this bench. I was told that 
favourable hopes were entertained of me, but I knew well how 
imperfect was my experience. False modesty would be out of 
place now, but I believe there are few men to whom the judge’s 
office does not present great difficulties. I felt them then, and 
I feel them now; but both at first and at last I felt that I could 
rely on the learning, industry, and ability of the bar. wecing 
more lightened my labours than their uniform kindness, 
very early learned, that if a judge would be simple and patient, 
candid and considerate, and without respect of persons, he 
would reach every honest heart, and would be certain of such 
encouragement and co-operation from the bar as would lessen 
his difficulties and strengthen him to overcome them. With 
thi8 conviction I have gone on, hopeful and rejoicing; and 
without being wholly deserving, and yet not wholly unworthy 
of it, I have always received kindness at your hands. I know 
not how I could have laboured for so many years withont it; 
and for that kindness I shall be deeply grateful as long as I 
live. It would argue a want of feeling to suppose that in so 
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many years I have not given some just cause of offence. If, 
then, there be any one among fyou now present whom I have 
injured by word or look, by weariness or impatience, to him 
I now express my most sincere sorrow, and heartily desire 
his forgiveness. Gentlemen, I will not detain you with a 
single remark upon the greatness or importance of your pro- 
fession. So long as England is rich and free the law must 
always exercise a predominant influence. Iam sure you feel 
your responsibility is commensurate with your interest; and I 
have no fear but that, in any political difficulties or dangers 
that may arise, you will be found, as your predecessors were, 
courageous, and entirely equal to any crisis. But the most 
insidious dangers are those which beset you in your daily busi- 
ness—the excitement of controversy, the desire of victory, the 
love of intellectual display, and the excessive sense of duty to 
your clients. Gentlemen, and especially my younger friends, 
suffer me to put you on your guard. We can well afford to 
bear with broad pleasantries, but we cannot afford that our 
professional standard of honour should be questioned, or that 
it should be said that we would do as advocates in court what 
as gentlemen we should scorn to do. Sometimes we lend sup- 
port to this notion by the ease with which we attribute ungen- 
tlemanly conduct to one another. That client is dear indeed 
that would induce an advocate in carrying out his views to go 
beyond his great and glorious profession. Forgive me, my 
friends, these free words. I speak in the love of a profession 
to which I have given the best part of my years, and which I 
shall continue to love as long as my heart shall beat. I have 
detained you too long, but I must not close without tendering 
my thanks to the Masters of the Court. The world knows 
little of their unostentatious services, but you know them, and 
the judges know them by daily experience, and I gladly seize 
this opportunity of thanking them for their conscientious dis- 
charge of their duties to the suitors. Nor can I leave without 
pronouncing my regard for those with whom I have so 
long occupied this bench. I have indeed been a happy 
man in my colleagues, Every member of the Court but 
myself has been changed. With those who have departed 
as well as with those who have succeeded I have lived in 
peace and harmony — loving and honouring them, and I 
trust loved and honoured by them, certainly guided and 
encouraged—with so much of general agreement as served to 
give authority to our judgments, but with so much occasional 
difference as showed our individual responsibility and independ- 
ence. Thus employed in court, out of court we have lived in 
that easy and happy intercourse which sweetens the toils of 
office, and makes men more fit to be fellow-labourers. I may 
have said too much. My successor is known, and the un- 
doubtedly wise choice leaves no cause for regret. I trust he 
may survive as long and happily, and more efficiently, than I 
have; but I hope that in your happy meetings you will bear in 
mind that I do desire long to be remembered here. And now, 
Mr. Attorney-General, gentlemen of the bar, and Masters, my 
dear Lord, and brethren, earnestly, gratefully, and affectionally I 
bid you all farewell, and may God bless you. 


The Queen v. Sir John Morris.—June 12. 

The Court had granted a rule nisi for a criminal information 
to be filed against Sir John A. Morris for writing a letter to a 
member of the Chancery bar, with a view to deter him from the 
discharge of his duty as counsel. 

The rule was now made absolute. 

June 15. 

At 2 o'clock Mr. Justice Crompton retired from the court, 
being obliged to attend at chambers. Mr. Justice Erle at the 
same time left the court, but in a few minutes returned with 
the newly-appointed judge, Mr. Justice Hill, who then took 
his seat on the bench for the remainder of the day. 


Tue JupGce’s Norres.—June 16. 


Twice during the day the business of the Court was ob- 
structed by the neglect of the attorney to provide a copy of the 
judge's notes of the evidence. 

Mr. Justice Erie said, it was the duty of the judges’ clerks 
to see to the payment of the fees for the said notes, as it was 
now their duty to account for the same to the Treasury. 

In the last case called on, as the notes had not been provided, 
Mr. Justice ERLE was obliged to adjourn the Court. 


SIR J. T. COLERIDGE. 
The following is the substance of an article which appeared 
in the Daily News — 
The retirement of Mr. Justice Coleridge, after a service of 





nearly twenty-four years, deserves more than cursory remark; 
and, although he will never take a place in legal history by the 
side of the late Chief Justice Jervis for acuteness, by that of the 
late Sir William Maule for juridical reasoning, or of the present 
Lord Chief Justice for legal acquirement, nevertheless, he will 
long be regarded as one of those who from time to time ado 
our courts of law. Mr. Justice, then Serjeant, Coleridge was 
appointed judge by the late Sir Robert Peel during his short 
ministry in 1834. He was then one of the leaders of the West- 
ern Circuit. He was the constant opponent of Follett and Wilde, 
and although he did not show himself so pre-eminent an advo. 
cate as these, he subsequently proved himself an ablejudge. He 
was never in Parliament, although frequently solicited to stand 
for more than one place on his own circuit; but he did not feel 
himself equal to the turmoil of political life. Always of a 
literary turn of mind, he was far from being entirely engrossed 
by his profession, although most conscientiously regardful of 
the interests committed to his charge. He undertook, at one 
period, to edit the Quarterly Review, but that he found it neces- 
sary to relinquish as business increased upon him, Nor have 
his literary labours and tastes proved otherwise than useful to 
himself and instructive to others. Always courteous, he has 
shed over the dull technicalities of legal decisions an elegance 
of diction and an aptness of expression which is too often found 
wanting in our ablest judges. Educated on the foundation at 
Eton, afterwards a scholar of Corpus and fellow of Exeter at 
Oxford, and standing alone in the first class of his year, he 
came to London with a name already famous amongst his con- 
temporaries. His uncle, the poet, was then in his zenith; through 
him he was introduced into circles, where the enchantment of 
genius threw a charm over every subject that was touched; 
and it is possible that, had his means allowed it, the bench would 
never have been adorned with the graceful and luminous judg- 
ments for which, especially whilst Lord Denman presided in the 
Court of Queen’s Bench, he became so famous. But it was 
otherwise ordained ; and now for twenty-four years the Court of 
Queen’s Bench has had the advantage of his great and popular 
talents. 

The Times says:—Sir John Taylor Coleridge, though still 
not a very old man, was by many years the senior judge on the 
bench, having been promoted during the short ministry of Sir 
R. Peel in 1835. He was then considerably under forty years 
of age. His retirement leaves, we believe, only a single judge 
who has earned his retiring pension by a service of fifteen years. 
No judge now bears a commission prior to the reign of the pre- 
sent Queen. 


BUSINESS OF THE COMMON LAW COURTS. 

The sittings after Trinity Term commenced on Monday, the 
14th inst. In the Queen’s Bench, the cause list contained 
twenty-nine remanets, of which seventeen were marked for 
special juries. The new causes numbered sixty, of which 
fifteen were marked for special juries. 

In the Exchequer, the list contained fifty-seven causes, of 
which fourteen were remanets, and twenty-one marked for 
special juries. 

In the Common Pleas, the list contained fifty-one causes, of 
which about twenty were marked for special juries. 


a te seem en soap 2" DURHAM DISTRICT 
ANK. 

On Tuesday afternoon, June 15, a meeting of the creditors 
of the Northumberland and Durham District Bank was held 
in the Queen’s Head, Newcastle-on-Tyne, to consider the pro- 
priety of appointing a creditors’ representative to watch over 
the interests of the creditors with reference to compromises, &c. 
Mr. P. G. Ellison oceupied the chair; and, after considerable 
discussion, the following resolutions, proposed by Mr. John 
Ranson, of Sunderland, and seconded by Mr. John Fenwick, 
were agreed to:—“ That, in the opinion of this meeting, it is 
desirable, and in accordance with the Joint Stock Companies 
Act, that the creditors of the Northumberland and Durham 
District Banking Company should have notice of, and assent to 
or dissent from, all compromises which the official liquidators 
of the said banking company may propose to enter into with 
the shareholders or debtors of the company under the 16th 
section of the Joint Stock Companies Act or of the 20 & 21 
Vict. c.14.” “ That, inasmuch as the creditors of the said bank- 
ing company are upwards of 6400 in number, it is expedient, 
with the view of preventing the heavy expense, delay, and diffi- 
culty necessarily attendant upon communication with so 
a body of creditors, that representatives of the creditors sh 
be appointed for the purpose mentioned in the preceding resolu- 
tion, whose services d be rendered gratuitously, save as to 
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actual disbursements, travelling expenses, &c.” “That this 
meeting is of opinion, therefore, that an application should be 
made to the Court to sanction the appointment of representa- 
tives of the creditors of the Northumberland and Durham Dis- 
trict Banking Company for the purposes above mentioned; and 
that Mr. Peregrine George Ellison, Mr. William Dunn, and Mr. 
Samuel Alcock, are, in the opinion of this meeting, fit and proper 
persons to be such representatives of the creditors.” 





Mr. Richard Stevenson, one of the commissioners of the 
Liverpool District Court of Bankruptcy, died suddenly when on 
his way to attend to the duties of his court. He resided at 
New Brighton, and left home to catch the half-past nine o’clock 
boat. Being rather late, he ran a short distance, and the morn- 
ing being very warm, when he got on board he seemed to be much 
hurried. He sat on a seat on deck, but he appeared to become 
very sick; and, immediately after, putting his hand to his heart, 
he fell off his seat, uttering some exclamation. The boat by 
this time had nearly approached Egremont ; but in order that 
no time might be lost, he was at once taken in a small punt, 
carried to the Egremont Hotel, and medical aid sent for. Mrs. 
Stevenson and a son and daughter, who were on their way to 
the London and North-Western station for the purpose of pro- 
ceeding to London, were on board the steamer. The deceased 
was about 60 years of age, and, though he occasionally 
complained of an affection of the heart, he enjoyed generally 
good health. He has left a large family. Mr. Stevenson had 
presided in one of the Liverpool courts of bankruptcy for nearly 
10 years. He went to Liverpool from Bristol, having exchanged 
districts with Mr. Serjeant Ludlow, formerly Bankruptcy Com- 
missioner in that town. He was appointed to office during the 
Chancellorship of Lord Lyndhurst. At the opening of the 
Bankruptcy Court, Mr. Commissioner Perry formally adjourned 
the business. 

It appears from a parliamentary return, that, since the 11th 
of January, 1832, five official assignees in bankruptcy have 
been declared defaulters. ‘The total deficiencies of Mr. Peter 
Harris Abbot, who stands first on the list, amounted to 82,196/. 
19s. 8d. The loss sustained by the default of Mr. James Clark 
was 9000/.; the amount recovered from his property and sure- 
ties was 3386/. 4s. 8d. The deficiency of Messrs. Freeman 
amounted to 5784/. 12s. 1ld.; one of his sureties died pending 
an action at law, and the other was compounded with for £500. 
The defalcations of Mr. R. S. Mackenzie, of the Manchester 
Court, amounted to 855/. 13s. 11d.; but the whole amount was 
repaid by his sureties. The total deficiencies of Mr. Thomas 
Rennie Hutton, of the Manchester Court, amounted to 12,0141. 
3s. 2d.; £3000 has been paid by one of his sureties, and a suit 
is now pending against the other for the recovery of a like 
amount. 

On the evening of Tuesday, June 15, a large party of mem- 
bers of the bar connected with the various law journals and The 
Times entertained Sir Adam Bittleston, Knt. (late of the Mid- 
land Circuit), recently appointed puisne judge at Madras, and 
Alexander J. Johnston, Esq. (late of the Northern Circuit), 
recently appointed puisne judge at Wellington, New Zealand, to 
an entertainment at the Brunswick Hotel, Blackwall, on the 
occasion of their respective appointments, and in recognition of 
the honour conferred on them as members of the body of law 
reporters. The chair was occupied by Mr. Charles Clark (of 
the Home Circuit), reporter to the House of Lords, and the vice- 
chair by Mr. J. Scott, reporter to the Court of Common Pleas. 

Mr. Owen, one of the imprisoned directors of the Royal 
British Bank, has been released from the Queen’s Prison under 
aroyal pardon. An intimation was at the same time received 
by the prison authorities that Alderman Kennedy will be 
teleased on the 26th inst. 


>_> 
Recent Decisions in Chancery. 


Witt—Construction—ANNvuAL INCOME. 
Baker v. Baker, 6 W. X., H. L., 410. 
This case is a remarkable illustration of the difficulty of 
predicting what the decision of any Court may be, when it in- 
volves the construction of a will. In no class of cases is the 


Practice of citing authorities more largely indulged in by 

counsel, and more deprecated by judges, who, nevertheless, 

almost invariably attempt to reconcile their own decisions with 

Previous authorities, even where, to all intents and purposes, 
plainly contradictory 


are . Lord Wensleydale's dictum in 








Grey v. Pearson (5 W. R. 460), on the worthlessness of citing 
decided cases where judgment turned merely on the words of 
particular instruments, was repeated by his Lordship in his 
judgment in the present case; and it has been frequently, 
during the present session of Parliament, referred to in argu- 
ments on the construction of wills, without putting a stop, or a 
check, however, to the citation of cases turning on the meaning 
of particular words in an instrument. 

In Baker v. Baker, a testator directed his brother, the exe- 
cutor and trustee of his will, to stand possessed of the produce 
of his estate, in trust, to raise thereout and invest such a sum 
as that, when invested, the dividends should realise the clear 
annual income or sum of £200, and to pay to his wife such 
dividends, interest, or annual income during her life, provided 
she so long continued his widow; and after her decease, or 
second marriage, in trust for the testator’s brothers and sisters; 
and as to the residue, after raising thereout the money sufficient 
to realise the annuity for his wife, in trust for the testator’s 
brothers and sisters. The whole of the proceeds of the 
testator’s real and personal estate not being sufficient to pro- 
duce an income of £200 a-year, the question in the suit 
was, whether the widow was entitled to have the difference 
made up out of the corpus. The Master of the Rolls held 
that she was; and the inclination of Knight Bruce, L. J.’s, mind 
being that his Honour’s decision was correct, the decree was 
affirmed, in opposition to the opinion of Turner, L. J., who con- 
sidered that the will constituted the relation of tenant for life 
and remainderman, and not that of annuitant and residuary 
legatee, between the widow and the appellants. On appeal to 
the House of Lords, Lords Chelmsford, Brougham, Cranworth, 
and Wensleydale, unanimously agreed with Turner, L. J., and 
differed from the two other learned judges. The Lord Chan- 
cellor was of opinion, that the testator’s intention was to pro- 
vide for the annua! payments to the widow by the annual pro- 
ceeds of his property, when sold, and that the fund should go 
over in its integrity on her decease or second marriage. Lord 
Cranworth considered that the annuity was payable out of the 
dividends only, as did also Lord Wensleydale ; so that the re- 
sult was, that the fund being insufficient to produce an annuity 
of £200, it was decided that the income of the widow should 
suffer a proportionate diminution. The Master of the Rolls 
was the only judge, before whom the case came, who had any 
strong opinion that the testator’s intention was that his widow 
should take the £200 a-year, at all events. Knight Bruce, L. J., 
appears to have been influenced very much by the authorities 
in favour of the widow's construction, which were cited in the 
argument. 

Witt—ConstRucTionN—DEMONSTRATIVE LEGACY. 
Vickers v. Pound, 6 W. R. 580. 

This was another of those cases which turned upon the con- 
struction of a will, and upon which, therefore, even where judges 
arrive at the same conclusion, it is frequently found that they 
do so upon very different grounds. <A testatrix, after giving 
some legacies, gave as follows:—To my nephew, George Ten- 
nant, the sum of £2000 (in which sum, or thereabouts, he now 
stands indebted to me), subject, nevertheless, and I hereby 
charge the same with the payment of certain annuities and 
pecuniary legacies. There was a proviso that the legacy should 
not exonerate or release the nephew from the debt which might 
be due by him to the testatrix at the time of her death. The 
question in this suit was, whether the annuities and legacies 
were payable only out of the debt of Tennant, or whether they 
were payable out of the general assets of the testatrix—in other 
words, whether the annuities and legacies were specific or de- 
monstrative. The difference between a specific and a demon- 
strative legacy is well defined, and a difficulty arises only 
where the language used by a testator gives no certain indica- 
tion of his intention as to which the legacy should be. In the 
present case, the appellant argued that the annuities and 
legacies were rendered specific by the proviso declaring that 
Tennant was not to be exonerated from any debt which he might 
owe to the testatrix at the time of her decease; which, it was 
urged, had the effect of making the annuities and legacies 
dependent upon the fund to arise from his debt. On the other 
hand, it was contended that they were merely charged upon 
that fund; so that, being demonstrative and not specific, if the 
fund failed, they were payable out of the general assets of the 
testatrix. Stuart, V.C., and the Lords Justices, agreed with 
the latter construction, and his Honour’s judgment, so affirmed, 
was upheld by the House of Lords, the Lord Chancellor havi 
come to the same conclusion upon different grounds, Lord 
Cranworth being of opinion that the jud t below was sub- 
stantially correct, and Lord Wensleydale Tigering altogether. 
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JUDICIAL SEPARATION—Partres—Marnriep WoMAN—EXE- 
cUTRIX—20 & 21 Vict. c. 85. 
Bathe v. The Bank of England, 6 W. R. 612. 

In this case, the question arose, whether a married woman 
who had obtained a magistrate’s order for the protection of her 
property, under the provisions of the 20 & 21 Vict. c. 85, s. 21, 
could sue as a femme sole, after obtaining probate, to establish 
her right to deal with a sum of bank annuities, part of the 
estate of a testator who had appointed her his sole executrix 
and residuary legatee. Wood, V.C., was of opinion that having 
obtained probate after the desertion by her husband, she was 
entitled to sue as a femme sole, in the absence of her, husband. 
His Honour further considered that, as sect. 25 gave to the order 
of protection the effect, as to the property and contracts of the 
wife, and to her suing and being ss ip of a judicial separation, 
every species of property was included, whether in trust or 
otherwise; and that as, under sect. 26, the husband would not 
be liable for any wrongful act, ¢.g., a devastavit committed 
by her, she would have been entitled to deal with the estate, 
and to file a bill, even if she had been merely executrix, and 
without any beneficial interest. 


Pusiic CompANY—AGREEMENT BY PROMOTERS—ADOPTION 
BY COMPANY. 
Williams v, St. George’s Harbour Company, 6 W. R. 609. 

We discussed the general law of this case in our note (ante 
vol. i. p. 622), on the report of the motion for injunction before 
the Master of the Rolls. The Lords Justices have in substance 
reversed that decision, but without altering the principles on 
which it was founded. The plaintiff's case was, that the pro- 
moters of the railway had entered into an agreement to pay 
him a certain fixed amount for compensation, and that the 
company had adopted the agreement, by consenting to a judge’s 
order for payment of the first instalment. The Court below 
held that this was not an adoption of the agreement. The 
Lords Justices held that it was; but the judgment on appeal 
does not affect the general rule, that those contracts by pro- 
moters alone are binding on a company when formed, which 
are by some sufficient act adopted by the corporation. 


ConpiTions oF SALE—ATTESTED Copies oF Deeps. 
Peterson v. Elwes, 6 W. R. 611. 

This is another example, in addition to the many with which 
the books abound, of the strict construction by which condi- 
tions of sale are prevented from working unexpected injury to 
a purchaser. The condition was the common one, that all at- 
tested copies of deeds or other documents should, whether re- 
quired for verification of the abstract, or delivery to the pur- 
chaser, or for any other purpose, be procured at the expense of 
the purchaser. On the completion of the purchase of the 
largest lot, the deeds in the vendor’s possession were delivered 
to the purchaser, and another purchaser of a smaller lot claimed 
to have attested copies of them at the vendor’s expense, not- 
withstanding the terms of the condition. Wood, V. C., held 
that he was right, and that the condition pointed rather at in- 
struments out of the vendor's possession, and was not clearly 
enough expressed to throw upon the purchaser the expense of 
attested copies of the deeds which, at the time of the sale, were 
in the vendor's hands. 


AMENDMENT ACT, 
LEGISTRY. 
Re Morey's Patent, 6 W. R. 612. 


The last Patent Act provides that until the registry of an 
assignment, a patent shall be held to belong to the patentee, 
but it contains no clause expressly giving priority to the 
assignee who shall be first on the register. The 38th section 
wis, moreover, framed to prevent any injury being done to an 
earlier assignee by any injurious registration of a subsequently 
accrued right. ‘The terms of the section are as follows:—* If 
any person shall deem himself aggrieved by any entry made 
under colour of this Act, in the said register of proprietors, it 
shall be lawful for such person to apply, by motion, to the 
Master of the Rolls, or to any of the courts of common law at 
Westminster in term time, or by summons to a judge of any «f 
the said courts in vacation, for an order that such entry may 
be expunged, vacated, or varied; and upon any such applica- 
tion the Master of the Rolls, or such court or judge respectively, 
may make such order for expurging, vacating, or varying such 
entry, and as to the costs of such application, as to the said 
Master of the Kolls or to such court or judge may seem fit; 
and the officer having the care and custody of such register, on 
the production to him of any such order for expunging, vacating 
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or varying any such entry, shall expunge, vacate, ot vary the 
same, acccording to the requisitions of such order.” This 
clearly gives power to the Master of the Rolls to expunge a 
registry which represents an entirely fictitious title, or to vary 
one that misrepresents an actual title. 

The case which presented itself in Re Morey’s patent was 
rather different. ‘The first assignee took a moiety of the 
patent, together with an exclusive right of manufacture. The 
second assignee took in terms the whole patent, subject, in 
terms, to what was described as a partial license, granted to the 
first. The second assignment was first registered, and the first 
assignee claimed to have the registry varied, inasmuch as it 
showed an apparent title in the second assignee to the entire 
patent, subject only to a partial license, instead of (as the fact 
was) to a prior assignment of a moiety. 

The Master of the Rolls, under these circumstances, held, 
that he might direct a memorandum to be placed in the regis- 
ter, to the effect that the license referred to was that which 
was granted by the earlier deeds, which appeared in « subse. 
quent page of the register. 

ine. eae 


Cases at Common Lav specially interesting to Attorneys, 


CONSTRUCTION OF 9 & 10 Vict. c. 93—MODE OF ASSESSING 
DAMAGES. 
Franklin v. The South Eastern Railway Company, 6 W. Xt. 
Exch., 573; Dalton v. Same, Id., C. P., 574. 

The statute 9 & 10 Vict. c. 93, introduced into our law the 
most recent exception which has been recognised to the ancient 
doctrine, that, in the case of an injury for which damages only 
could be recovered in satisfaction, the action died with the per- 
son to whom the wrong was committed. As long ago, indeed, 
as the time of Edward IIL. this rule had been so far broken 
into as to allow of an action being maintained by the personal 
representatives of one who, during his lifetime, suffered injury 
in respect of his goods (4 Ed. 3, c. 7); and, in our own time, 
these facilities were extended by 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 43, s. 2, to the 
case of injuries committed to the real estates of persons deceased, 
so that the action be commenced within the space of one year 
after, and the injury committed within six months before, the 
death occurred. But with regard to mere personal wrongs— 
as assault, false imprisonment, and the like—the maxim, actio 
personalis moritur cum personi, remained in its full integrity 
till the statute of Victoria above mentioned was passed, through 
the instrumentality of Lord Campbell, in the year 1846. The 
effect of this provision is to allow an action to be maintained 
by the personal representative of one whose death has been 
caused by such a wrongful act, neglect, or default as would, 
if death had not ensued, have entitled the party in- 
jured to maintain an action and recover damages. This 
statutory action is to be brought against such person as 
would have been the proper defendant in an action brought 
by the deceased for the injury if it had not proved fatal (see 
Tucker v. Chaplin, 2 Car, & Kir. 730), and the damages given 
by the jury are to be divided among the wife, husband, parent, 
or children (as the case may be) of the deceased, in such shares 
as shall be directed by the verdict. One of the most important 
decisions upon the construction of this statute, is that of Blake 
y. Midland Railway Company (18 Q. B. 93), which established 
that, in their assessment of damages, the jury must confine 
themselves to inquiries with regard to which a pecuniary caleu- 
lation can be made, and cannot take into their consideration the 
mental suffering occasioned to the survivors by the death. 
It was said by the Court, in their judgment in that case, in 
explanation of this doctrine, that the Legislature could not 
have meant to throw upon the jury such a difficult task as that 
of calculating and apportioning a solatium for wounded feel- 
ings, as distinct from a compensation for a pecuniary loss, with- 
out furnishing them with some rules for their guidance. 

The two cases under discussion, have now Jaid down an addi- 
tional rule with regard to this statute, viz. that, in order that 
the action should lie, it is not essential that the party by, or in 
behalf of, whom it is brought, should have sustained by the 
death the loss of a legal right, but that it is sufficient that he 
should have thereby lost a reasonable expectation of pecuniary 
benefit to arise from the continuance of The life destroyed. In 
both cases the plaintiff sued as the personal representative of 
his son, who had been in the habit of paying, to him a part of 
his weekly earnings; and this was held suflicient—first by the 
Court of Exchequer, and then (in the action in which Dalton was 
the plaintiff) by the Common Pleas, who expressed their entire 
concurrence in the above rule. In this last case, however, it was 
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“held that the expenses of the funeral and mourning could not 
be recovered, as the Act contemplated only a compensation for 
an injury suffered by the deceased, and which he could have 
sued for, had he survived. 


HuspanD AND WirE—Liapinity or Huspanp, 
LIMITATION OF. 
Johnson v. Summer, 6 W. R., Exch., 574. 

It is somewhat strange that so many points should arise upon 
the liability attaching to the husband for goods supplied to the 
wife. Questions of fact indeed—whether particular circumstances 
calling for the application of this or that rule of law exist—we 
should expect very frequently; but it would be natural to sup- 
pose that the principles of this part of the law of husband and 
wife had been long ago settled, and definitely laid down. This, 
however, is not altogether the case. A few weeks ago we had 
occasion to notice this subject, which was then discussed in the 
Common Pleas;* and in the case under discussion, the Court 
were occupied in again considering the liability of the husband, 
though from a somewhat different point of view. 

In Atkyns v. Pearce, the question was, whether the circum- 
stances did, or did not, establish a special authority from the 
husband to his wife to contract, as his agent, for necessaries sup- 
plied by the plaintiff to the children of the defendant—it being 
admitted that her general agency in law as his wife was ex- 
tinguished by the fact of her having left him to live in adultery 
with another man. In the case under discussion, on the other 
hand, the question which arose was, how far, in point of law, the 
general agency is extinguished by the fact of the parties living 
separate, by mutual consent. As to this, the Court in effect said, 
that, when a wife leaves her husband without his consent, her 
authority as his agent in law clearly ceases; so, also, if she 
leaves him with his consent, her authority as such agent equally 
ceases, because she is not in the ordinary case of a wife, namely, 
living with her husband. On this last supposition, however, she 
may possibly have authority to bind him nevertheless; but, if 
s0, she is his agent in fact, not in law, and it must, accordingly, 
be shown that he expressly gave her authority to take goods on 
his eredit, or that he impliedly gave her such by his conduct 
with regard to her. But can he be said to have implied 
such authority, where there is a mutual arrangement be- 
fore parting for her maintenance by him on a certain 
allowance? So long as such allowance is duly paid the 
question for a jury whether the wife was her husband's agent by 
implication does not exist. If, however, it be not paid, or be 
insufficient, then that question may arise; but the law throws 
upon the plaintiff, who sues the husband for goods supplied to 
his wife while living separate from him on an allowance by 
mutual consent, the burthen of proving that the allowance was 
not sufficient, or not duly paid. Unless this can be shown, 
there is no evidence on which the jury can be called on to say 
whether, in point of fact, the plaintiff was authorised by the 
defendant to furnish goods to his wife on his credit. 

It may be observed here, in reference to this subject, that it 
has been held, that where goods are supplied to the wife while 
living apart, with the husband’s assent, upon an allowance, he is 
bound to pay for them, provided he promises to do so sub- 
sequently to the delivery of the goods (Hornbuckle v. Hornbury, 
2 Stark. 177). ‘This decision, probably, proceeds on the 
ground that such a promise affords evidence of the allowance 
being not suflicient; or it may be considered as a recognition of 
the wife's agency. 


Liabiuity of MEMBERS OF A COMPANY INCORPORATED 
UNDER 7 WILL. 4 & 1 Vict. c. 73. 
Finnis vy. Young, 6 W.R., Q. B., 577. 

Until the commencement of the present reign, the only 
method by which persons associated together for objects of a 
commercial kind could secure to themselves the advantages in- 
cidental at common law to corporations,—and particularly that 
of the inembers being exempt from personal and individual lia- 
bility,—was by procuring themselves to be made a corporation, 
cither by Act of Parliament or by royal charter, and, when 
such an incorporation was effected, they aequired all the privi- 
ges of a common law incorporation without any exception or 
testiiction, By 7 Will. 4 & 1 Vict. c. 73, however, the Crown 
Was authorised to grant qualified charters, or letters patent, by 
Which the associations who received them should acquire certain 
oily of the incidents of a corporation, or might be em- 
powereil to exist only, as incorporated, for a limited period. 
This Act provided that, if letters patent were granted, then the 
Members of the association in question, though not incor- 
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porated at all, might, as some compensation, be declared to 
be individually liable in their persons and property only toa 
limited extent. If, on the other hand, a charter of in- 
corporation. was conferred under the Act, then, in contra- 
distinction to a common law charter, it might be for a limited 
period only, and might fasten liability to a certain extent on the 
members of the association individually—a departure from the 
principle of the common law, since still more widely recognised 
in the Acts regulating Joint Stock Companies, 1856 & 1857. In 
the case under discussion, a charter had been granted, under the 
7 Will. 4 & 1 Vict. c. 73, to a company, which charter did not, 
however, contain any provision for the individual liability of any 
of the members of the company. ‘The Court held that the 
effect of such a charter, though containing clauses which the 
Crown would not have been enabled at common law to insert 
—such, for example, as one by which the duration of the 
charter was limited—was to clothe the enchartered company 
with all the common law incidents of a corporation not incon- 
sistent with such statutable clauses. If it had been intended 
to impose individual liability to a certain extent on the mem- 
bers in accordance with the statute, a clause to that effect should 
have been inserted in the charter itself. 

We apprehend that a considerable number of companies may 
be in this state, and in point of fact liable only to their debts 
to the extent of their corporate property, in consequence of its 
being supposed that an incorporation granted after the adver- 
tisements prescribed by 7 Will. 4 & 1 Vict. c. 73, s. 32, and in 
pursuance of a petition referring to that Act, carried with it all 
the peculiarities of a charter under the statute, whether ex- 
pressed in the charter itself or not. After this decision, how- 
ever, it becomes very essential, before commencing an action 
against any member of « company incorporated under this Act, 
to ascertain that the charter contains a clause imposing this 
individual liability. The same caution is not necessary with 
regard to a company trading under letters patent granted under 
the same Act, because unless a clause of limitation be inserted 
therein, the company would be in the condition, so far as lia- 
bility to its debts was concerned, of a partnership at common 
law; under which, of course, each partner would be individually 
answerable for the whole liabilities of the concern. 
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Professional intelligence. 


LAW STUDENTS’ MUTUAL CORRESPONDING 
SOCIETY. 
Firta ANNUAL REPORT OF THE COMMITTEE, PRESENTED 
TO THE MremBERS, APRIL, 1858. 

The committee, in laying the fifth annual report before the 
members, have great satisfaction in calling their attention to 
the complete success that has attended the operations of the 
society during the preceding twelve months, and they again 
congratulate them upon the permanent establishment of a 
system of intercommunication which cannot fail to be pro- 
ductive of very great benefits to the law students of this 
kingdom. , 

The number of members continues to exhibit a steady in- 
crease, there being now upwards of 120 honorary and ordinary 
members, & most convincing proof of their confidence in its 
utility, and that it is really deserving of .their attention and 
support. 

Your committee announce with gratification that the past 
year witnessed the inauguration of the first general meeting of 
the society which took place in London, on the 21st of January 
last, and was numerously attended. Your committee hail this 
step with delight, feeling that an annual gathering of the mem- 
bers will place the society upon a still firmer basis by adding 
to the many advantages it at present offers, readier means of 
introduction to each other than is now enjoyed by the junior 
members of the profession, tending more than any other means 
to the extension of friendly feelings between those now scat~- 
tered throughout the length and breadth of the kingdom. 

An effort has been made during the past year to establish a 
quarterly journal, in connéxion with the society, for the pur- 
pose of collecting together and presenting te the general body 
of members, in a digested form, the opinions expressed by the 
various sections upon some of the more important moot points, 
as Well as essays and other articles upon legal subjects, written 
by the members. Four numbers of this journal have been pub- 
lished nnder the superintendence of two gentlemen, who have 
kindly undertaken the onerous duties of editors, and your com- 
mittee trust cach member of the society will give his support 
to the project. 
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With a view to attract the attention of those articled clerks 
who are not at present aware of the existence of this society, 
your committee think it expedient briefly to advert to its dis- 
tinguishing features and objects :— 

It is designed, first, as a means of friendly intercourse, and 
for the purpose of engendering feelings of unanimity and friend- 
ship amongst articled clerks throughout the kingdom. Secondly, 
to supply the wants of a debating society in small towns, by 
affording a medium for the written discussion of modt-points 
on legal subjects, and the composition of essays. And thirdly, 
by the same means to furnish opportunities to the student to 
apply principles to practice, and thus assist him in obtaining a 
practical. knowledge of his profession. And your committee 
feel justified in asserting that every member, who, actuated by 
an earnest desire for self-improvement, will give his full atten- 
tion to the papers of the society, cannot fail to acquire an 
extensive and varied knowledge of the law. 

Your committee would again make an earnest appeal to the 
members of the profession, soliciting their support to the society 
in the capacity of honorary members, as they feel convinced that 
its objects are worthy of their countenance, and they trust, at 
the close of the year, to have the proud satisfaction of announc- 
ing a considerable increase in the present list of honorary 
members. 

The financial position of the society is most satisfactory, an 
increased balance remaining after defraying the working ex- 
penses of the past year.—For the committee, 

Cuar.es R. Gruman, Hon. Secret 

Norwich, May, 1858. 


EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 
Trinity Term, 1858. 

At the examination of candidates for admission on the roll 
of attorneys and solicitors of the superior courts, the Exami- 
ners recommended that the following gentlemen, under the age 
of 26, should receive honorary distinction :— 

Wiru1am Epwarp TarrersHatt, of Liverpool, aged 24, 
who served his clerkship to Messrs. Whitley & Thompson, of 
Liverpool. 

EpwarpD TANNER, of Bath, aged 22, who served his clerk- 
ship to Mr. Thomas Washbourne Gibbs, of Bath; and Messrs. 
Lowe, of Tanfield-court, Temple. 


The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have accord- 
ingly awarded the following prizes of books:— 

To Mr. Tattershall, one of the prizes of the Incorporated 
Law Society. 

To Mr. Tanner, one of the prizes of the Incorporated Law 
Society. 


The Examiners have also certified that the following candi- 
dates passed examinations which entitle them to commenda- 
tion :— 

Joun JAMES EpGcoMBE VENNING, of 55, Lincoln’s-inn- 
fields, aged 24, who served his clerkship to Messrs. Blake, 
Keith, & Blake, of Norwich; and Messrs, Vizard & Garnham, 
of Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London. 

Epwarp Watkins, of Bolton-le-moors, aged 21, who served 
his clerkship to Messrs. Watkins, of Bolton-le-moors; and Mr. 
William Skilbeck, of Southampton-buildings, London. 

The Council have accordingly awarded them certificates of 
merit. 


JURIDICAL SOCIETY. 

The next meeting of this society will be held on Monday, 
June 21, at 8 o'clock, p.m., when the president, Sir R. Bethell, 
M.P., will read a paper on “ The Constitution of a Department 
of Justice;” and Professor Katchenofsky, of the University of 
Kharkov, will read a paper on “The Present State of Inter- 
national Jurisprudence.” 


Rebiew. 


A Guide to the New Stamp Laws of Cheques on Bankers, Re- 
ceipts, Drafts, Bills of Exchange, and Promissory Notes, with 
the Law of Crossed Cheques. Second Edition. By THomas 
SPENCE, Esq., Special Pleader. A. M. Digby & Co. 1858. 


It is, in these latter days, essential that the public at large 
should apprehend rightly the doctrine of stamps. Formerly the 











need for this species of learning was pretty nearly confined to 
the merchant, to the spendthrift, and to the conveyancer. But 
now that each of us carries in his pocket a collection of 
these royal portraits, a short and plain guide to their proper 
use is a great desideratum. 

Influenced by this persuasion, it was with pleasure that we 
found on our table the work of which we have above set forth 
the title. For a single shilling to have all our doubts cleared 
up, and to have the last city gossip on the case of Simmonds 
v. Taylor, seemed to realise our dreams, and the words “second 
edition” on the cover of the book led us to form still more 
sanguine expectations of the benefit we should derive from its 
perusal, 

We are bound to say, however, that we have been disappointed, 
and we will briefly explain the grounds of our dissatisfaction. 

In or about the year 1854, Mr. Spence conceived the idea of 
writing a short treatise which should explain the changes then 
recently introduced by 16 & 17 Vict. c. 59, and 17 & 18 Vict. 
c. 83, into the law of stamps as it affected the more ordinary 
mercantile and commercial instruments, and particularly re- 
ceipts, drafts, cheques, bills of exchange, and promissory 
notes; and to this essay he thought it well to add by way of ap- 
pendix some forms for the aid of those who, being unskilled in law, 
were called upon to draw one of these documents on the spur of 
the moment. This design Mr. Spence executed with considerable 
ability. The first of the instruments he proposed to deal with, 
namely, receipts, furnished him with the opportunity of discuss- 
ing the question, what acknowledgments of the payment of 
money fall in law under that category, and what do not; and 
here the chief cases which are to be found in the books on this 
subject are neatly enough strung together, and other useful 
information, too, is given from the Stamp Acts, as to the receipts 
which are exempt from stamp duty. With regard to the 
“Guide” as originally written we find no fault. It is, 
indeed, absolutely impossible to compress properly into a single 
sheet of sixteen pages, matter which would fill a reasonably 
sized volume; and we cannot assert that Mr. Spence has been 
more successful than his neighbours in attempting a thoroughly 
hopeless task. Thus at pp. 5,6, in his anxiety to write with 
extreme brevity, we are informed that a bill of exchange is 
chargeable with a uniform stamp of one penny, instead of with 
the ad valorem duty, recently re-modelled by 17 & 18 Vict. c. 83. 
But though this is too careless to be allowed altogether to escape, 
our present intention is not to take on ourselves the ungracious 
office of picking holes, but to’ state a more serious complaint; 
and we notice at more length than we should otherwise think 
necessary, this small and unpretending pamphlet, because its 
appearance at the present time is likely to make it greedily 
sought after by those who feel themselves lost in the intricacies 
of the stamp laws, as affected by recent legislation. 

We have little doubt that the account we have hazarded of 
the first edition is substantially correct, and the work itself fur- 
nishes the materials for an equally veracious sequel. If we have 
erred in our conclusions, then, in all sincerity, we beg Mr. 
Spence’s pardon; but we think it would be wrong not to cen- 
sure what, as at present advised, appears quite inexcusable. 

We apprehend, then, that in the present year Mr. Spence per- 
ceived with uneasiness that, whereas considerable numbers of 
the first impression of his work remained still on his hands, its 
saleable quality, already much deteriorated through the altera- 
tions introduced into the law of cheques in the year 1856, by 
19 & 20 Vict. c. 25, was about to be altogether destroyed by the 
ingenuity of Mr. Disraeli. Now, we confess that this was a 
grievance, but still Mr. Spence’s interests were not the only 
ones that suffered by the Derby budget; and we demur to such 
an excuse for using the unsold copies of the first impression, 
for the purposes of what the author is pleased to term @ 
second edition. We can imagine the train of thought by 
which Mr. Spence persuaded himself into such a course: 
—“What more easy,” he reflected, “than to utilise my 
surplus copies by binding them up with an additional half- 
sheet, in which the effect of the new statutes shall be set forth. 
It is true that the buyer of my ‘second edition ’ (for such it 
shall be called) will experience some inconvenience. He 
for example, find it stated at page 6, that cheques om 
bankers, payable to bearer on denf¥nd, are not liable to 
stamp duty, provided they be issued within the radius of 
fifteen miles from the bank, and otherwise conform to the 
conditions prescribed by the law; pic ate he so reads, 
this will not be true, as within a week after my book is pub- 
lished, the 21 Vict. c. 20 will be in force, But the nuisance and 
perplexity which will hence arise to him of being obliged to 
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correct my a ag statements for himself, by the materials I 

will provide for that purpose in my supplemental half-sheet, 
are as dust in the balance compared with the additional expense 
and trouble to myself which would be caused by the abandon- 
ment of these unsold copies.” Such we may suppose to 
have been the author’s communings with himself in the 
privacy of his own study. Is he of opinion that oe are of a 
character to satisfy the public? We must also remark (though 
we do not consider a mere error of judgment as requiring more 
than a simple notice of the fact), that in the last sentence of 
the supplemental matter Mr. Spence has unfortunately com- 
mitted himself to what the Chancellor of the Exchequer told 
the House of Commons a few nights ago was a mistake. Mr. 
Spence concludes his pamphlet by saying that “cheques payable 
to ‘self’ are liable to the duty of 1d. as a draft payable on ‘ de- 
mand;’” whereas every one now agrees, from the Government 
officials downwards, that such cheques paid to ‘self’ over the 
counter, are exempt from ‘stamp duty, on the principle that a 
man has a right himself to take out his money from any 
place of security in which he has deposited the same—whether 
such receptacle be his own strong box or the bank till. 

We are tempted to conclude by stating what we conceive 
might be advantageously substituted for the chief part of pp. 
6, 7, 17, 18, & 19, of Mr. Spence’s “second edition.” 

Drafts and orders for money payable on demand.—All dratts, 
warrants, or orders for the payment of any sum of money to 
the bearer, or to order, on demand, whether drawn upon a ban- 
ker or other person, and not being bills of exchange or pro- 
missory notes, are chargeable with a stamp duty of one penny. 
This (as regards the particular species of drafts payable to 
bearer known as cheques on bankers) is by the effect of 
21 Vict. c. 20, s. 1, by which provision the exemption of such 
cheques under certain conditions from all stamp duty, which 
was given by 9 Geo. 4, c. 49, s. 15, is taken away, and the 
above uniform duty imposed. With regard to drafts and 
orders payable to bearer or order on demand not being cheques, 
bills, or notes, the above uniform duty was imposed by 16 & 17 
Viet. c. 59, in lieu of the former duties thereon, which were by 
that Act repealed. 

From this penny duty, however, certain drafts, orders, and 
cheques, payable to bearer or order on demand, are sti!] exempt. 
These exemptions, it is believed, include the following:—1. Let- 
ters of credit sent by persons in the United Kingdom to persons 
abroad authorising drafts on the United Kingdom. 2. Drafts of 
tle Bank of England. 3. Drafts drawn on account of the public 
service. 4. Drafts in the army, navy, or victualling depart- 
ments. 5. Cheques drawn on the treasurers of certain savings 
banks and friendly societies. 6. Cheques on certain official 
boards. 7. Cheques drawn in pursuance of the Insolvent or 
Bankrupt Act. 8. Cheques on a bank payable to the drawer, 
and actually paid to him over the counter. 

The duty above-mentioned may be paid either by writing on 
stamped paper, or by using an adhesive “ draft” or “ receipt,” 
but not “ postage” stamp. And the stamp must be cancelled 
by the person drawing the draft, order, or cheque, by writing 
on the stamp his name, or the initial letters thereof, so as to 
show clearly and distinctly that the stamp has been used. 


With regard to cheques on bankers, two recent provisions 
require particular notice. The first of these is 16 & 17 Vict. c. 59, 
8.19, by which a cheque payable to order, if it purports on 
being presented to be endorsed by the person to whom it is 
made payable, is sufficient authority for the payment thereof 
by the bankers to the bearer; and by which it is provided that 
it shall not be incumbent on such banker to prove that such 
endorsement, or any subsequent endorsement, was made by or 
under the direction or authority of the person to whom the 
cheque was made payable. 

The second is the 19 & 20 Vict. c. 25, by which a “ crossed” 
cheque is directed to have the force of a direction to the bank 
on which it is drawn to pay only through a banker. 

Upon this last statute it has been held (Simmonds v. Taylor, 
6 W. R. 134; 2 Jur., N. S., 1805) that the “crossing” therein 
referred to forms no part of the cheque itself; that one who 
erases the crossing does not thereby “forge” the cheque he 
afterwards presents, in its altered state, for payment; and that, 
in order to make the banker responsible under the statute, 
the crossing must appear on the cheque at the time it is pre- 
sented for payment. ‘This judgment has been affirmed in the 
Exchequer Chamber,* and in consequence of it, a Bill to amend 
the 19 & 20 Vict. c. 25, is now passing through Parliament. 





* 6 W. R., Exch. C., 548. 








Parliamentary Proceedings. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Monday, June 14. 
ProsatTe Act AMENDMENT BILL. 
In committee (on recommitment) this Bill was, with some 
verbal amendments, agreed to. 


Divorce Act AMENDMENT BILL. 

This Bill was recommitted, additional clauses were inserted, 
and the report was ordered to be received on Thursday, the 
17th inst. 

Law or BAnKRuptTcy. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR, in presenting a petition from 3,000 
of the merchants and traders of London in favour of an altera- 
tion of the law of bankruptcy, said, he proposed in a few days 
to bring in a Bill embodying the principal amendments which 
the commercial world desired to see adopted. 

CHANCERY AMENDMENT BILt. 

This Bill was read a third time and passed. 

Tuesday, June 15. 
Law or Fatse Prerences Bit. 

This Bill was read a second time, 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR remarking, that in one of the Con- 
solidation Bills that would shortly be introduced by the At- 


torney-General in the other House, there was a clause which 
would go even farther than the Bill of Lord Brougham. 


Thursday, June 17. 
PropatE Act AMENDMENT BIL. 


The report of amendments was considered, and the Bill 

ordered to be read a third time. ; 
Divorce Act AMENDMENT BILt. 

On the report of amendments, 

Lord REDESDALE moved to insert the words “or Ireland” in 
the 5th clause, so as to render the procedure uniform in the two 
countries, 

After some conversation, Lord RepESDALE remarked, that, 
when the Divorce Act was passing through Parliament, they 
were told that the proceedings before the new court would be 
exactly analogous to those before their Lordships’ House. He 
found, however, from the papers, that on the previous day nine. 
unopposed petitions for divorce had all been granted. He did 
not believe that the Court could have been as careful against 
collusions and those other circumstances which were so strictly 
guarded against in that House as their Lordships used to be, 

Lord CaMPBELL said, the Lord Chief Justice of the Common 
Pleas had presided on the occasion referred to, and he was satis- 
fied that there had been no abuse of the court. 

Lord CraNwortH would remind their Lordships, that when 
the court first came into operation there was a large number of 
cases in arrear of persons who were too poor to avail themselves 
of the old procedure. If, however, it should turn out that the 
present large number of suits was not exceptional, then the Bill 
would have been a great public benefit. 

Lord RepEsDALE defied any person to get through nine 
cases in a single day, and yet take due precaution against’ 
collusion. 

Earl Grey was understood to express a fear lest cases should 
come before the court with regard to which there was no one 
interested in seeing that no collusion had been practised. 

Lord CAMPBELL believed that a majority of the cases decided 
on Tuesday were cases of bigamy. 

Theamendment wasthen agreed to, and some minor alterations 
were also made in the Bill. 


LAw OF FALsE PRETENCES Bix. 
The Bill passed through committee 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Friday, June 11. 
BANKRUPTCY AND INSOLVENCY. 

Lord J. Russet gave notice, that, upon an early day, he 
should move for leave to introduce a Bill to amend and censoli- 
date the laws of bankruptcy and insolvency. 

Drarts ON BANKERS AMENDMENT BILi, 

This Bill was committed pro forma, in order to allow amend: 

ments to be printed. 
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Monday, June 14, 
CorrHotp Acts AMENDMENT BILt. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Joint Stock Companies Acts AMENDMENT BILL. 
This Bill was read a second time. 


Tuesday, June 15. 


THe Case or Mr. W. H. Barer. 

Mr. Brapy rose to move the appointment of a select com- 
mittee to inquire into the allegations contained in the petition 
of Mr. William Henry Barber, presented on the 27th of April 
last, and to consider whether any and what redress should be 
made to the petitioner. He said, that a case of greater cruelty 
and injustice than that of Mr. Barber had never been sub- 
mitted to the House. Mr. Barber, who had been in great prac- 
tice as a solicitor, and who was known to some of the most dis- 
tinguished statesmen of the age as a man of eminent ability and 
of upright character, was tried in 1844 at the instance of the 
Commissioners for the Reduction of the National Debt, on the 
supposition that he was an accomplice in the forgery of certain 
wills, whereby the Government were robbed of large sums of 
money; and he was found guilty. Fletcher, the real culprit, 
with whom Mr. Barber was tried, confessed, when he saw there 
were no prospects of pardon, that Mr. Barber was entirely inno- 
cent. Had Mr. Barber been tried separately an acquittal would 
have been the result, even on the admission of the prosecutors 
after the trial. After the conviction of Mr. Barber the four other 
persons who were also convicted had, without any conversation 
with each other, declared his innocence, and the jury had also 
stated, that if they had had that confession before them, 
and if an opportunity had been afforded Mr. Barber of 
explaining what appeared to be suspicious in his conduct, by 
placing him upon his trial by himself, their verdict would 
have been different. In Norfolk Island Mr. Barber met 
with treatment which for cruelty exceeded that which, 
perhaps, any other prisoner had ever endured. He then pro- 
ceeded to read various letters, which stated that Mr. Barber was 
subjected to great cruelty. A short time back a deputation 
had waited upon the Home Secretary upon this subject, and 
that gentleman had stated, that if the prosecution had been a 
Government prosecution the petitioner's claim would have a 
much stronger and distinct foundation. Now, he was prepared 
to prove that it was a Government prosecution. Mr. G. Fresh- 
field, in his evidence, had distinctly stated that it was a Treasury 
case. He then quoted a letter written by the honorary 
secretary of Mr. Barber’s committee to the solicitors of the 
Bank of England, together with the reply. In answer to 
the inquiries therein addressed to them, Messrs. Freshfield & Co. 
stated that the prosecution against Mr. Barber had been insti- 
tuted at the instance of the Commissioners for the Reduction 
of the National Debt, one of the Government departments. 
Indeed, there could be no doubt that the prosecution had 
been a Government one, and the accused had to suffer serious 
detriment arising from that fact, in being deprived of the power 
of bringing forward exculpatory evidence. That being so, 
would the Government which had rescued two of our country- 
men from a Neapolitan dungeon, and insisted on their receiving 
compensation, allow it to be said that an innocent British sub- 
ject was denied reasonable redress? Let the Government not 
imagine that the public mind was indifferent to the claims of 
this individual. The press had declared itself in favour of com- 
pensation to this injured man, and the Government could not 
safely refuse so just a demand. He might be told, indeed, 
that this application was novel and unprecedented; but the 
answer to this was, that the sufferings which Mr. Barber had 
undergone were unprecedented, The calendar of our criminal 
jurisprudence did not furnish a parallel to this case. It was a 
special case, and it ought to be dealt with upon its own merits. 
The Chief Justice of New South Wales and the judges of 
Sydney had instituted an inquiry into the whole of the 
circumstances connected with Mr. Barber's trial, and they 
arrived at the conclusion that this country was bound to grant 
some reparation for the injustice that had been done. Having 
returned the thanks of the petitioner and his friend to the 
Attorney-General the hon. gentleman moved—* That a select 
committee be appointed to inquire into the allegations contained 
in the petition of William Henry Barber, presented upon the 
27th day of April last, and to consider and report whether any 
and what redress should be afforded to the petitioner; or 
whether any and what other steps should be taken in reference 
to the matters ed.” 

Sir J. Paxincton said, that there were circumstances which 
made this a peculiar case, and called for at least an inquiry. 





What might be the ultimate decision it was impossible for him’ 


to say. As there was an objection to introducing into the 
resolution anything like a direct recognition of a claim for 
redress, he suggested, “ That a select committee be appointed 
to inquire into the allegations contained in the petition of 
William Henry Barber, presented upon the 27th day of April 
last, and to consider and report whether any and what steps 
shall be taken in reference thereto.” He was ready to accede 
to the motion if it were amended as he had suggested. 

Mr. Bricur said, that, having twice gone minutely through 
the case of Mr. Barber, he was convinced that the decision to 
which the right hon. baronet had come on behalf of his 
colleagues would be sanctioned by every one who had studied 
the question at all. He should recommend his hon. friend to 
accept the amendment which had been suggested. 

The original motion was then withdrawn, and that suggested 
by Sir J. Pakington unanimously agreed to. 


Mr. TowNsEeNnD’s BANKRUPTCY. 


Mr. Frrzroy moved, that the record of the adjudication of 
bankruptcy made against Mr. John Townsend, one of the 
members for Greenwich, should be read by the clerk at the 
table-—This was done. 

Mr. Fitzroy then moved that a clause of the Act, 52 Geo. 3, 
c. 144, referring to the case of bankrupt members, should be 
read. 

The clause provides, that, when a commission of bankruptcy 
shall issue against any member of Parliament, he shall, during 
twelve months, be incapacitated from sitting and voting in the 
House, unless within the same period the bankruptcy shall be 
superseded, or the creditors paid and satisfied. 

Mr. Firzroy then moved:—* That Mr. John Townsend, 
member for Greenwich, having, on the 29th of March last, been 
found, declared, and adjudged a bankrupt, is, by the Act of 
52 Geo. 3, c. 144, declared incapable of sitting and voting in 
this House. 

Mr. ‘TOWNSEND said, he considered it a duty to the House, 
to his constituents, and to himself, to offer a few observations, 
He withdrew at the conclusion of his speech. 

The SoxicirorR-GENERAL said, the House must approach 
the subject with great reluctance. The return had been 
made, showing that an adjudication of bankruptcy had 
taken place, and that it had not been superseded. The Act 
of George 3, was as distinct as anything could be. The in- 
tent of the Act was, that a member should not lose his seat 
immediately, but should have a locus pcenitentie during 
twelve months. But the whole of his functions were super- 
seded during that period; he was prohibited from either 
sitting or voting. ‘The words of the Act were, that he should 
be “utterly incapable of sitting and voting in the House of 
Commons, unless within that period the commission shall 
be superseded, or within the same period the creditors 
shall have been paid and satisfied the full amount of 
their debts.” The only doubt as to the construction of the 
Act could arise from the use of the words “ commission of 
bankruptcy,” there being now no such thing as a commis- 
sion; but by the Bankruptcy Consolidation Act of 1849, it 
was enacted that an adjudication should have the same effect 
as a commission. It had been urged that an adjudication might 
be obtained against anybody, even if he had £50,000; but it 
should be remembered that such an adjudication could not be 
supported. He saw no objection to the motion, and thought 
that the House was bound to adopt it, having regard to its own 
honour and credit. 

The resolution was agreed to nem. con., as was the following 
one:—“ That Mr. John Townsend do withdraw from this 
House until his bankruptcy shall have been either superseded 
or annulled, or until the creditors who have proved their debts 
shall have been paid or satisfied in the full amount of those 
debts.” 

Mr. Firzroy then called the attention of the House to the 
fact that Mr. Townsend had voted several times since the bank- 
ruptcy, and moved that those votes should be disallowed. 

Agreed to. 

EsTABLISHMENT OF LEGITIMACY. 

The ATToRNEY-GENERAL, in moving for leave to bring in a 
Bill to enable persons to establish legitigacy and the validity 
of marriages, and the right to be deemed natural-born subjects, 
said, as the law now stood, unless some question of property 
had arisen, a man could not by any suit or judgment establish 
his legitimacy or the validity of a marriage. His parents might 
be living, having solemnized their marriage under circumstances 
capable of proof while they. were.alive, though not afterwards; 
but still there were no means by which he could then come 
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fore a court and prove his legitimacy. The object of the 
'Hill was to enable any British subject thus circumstanced to 
institute a suit in the new Court of Divorce, giving due notice 
to the persons interested and to the Attorney-General, in order 
to insure the bona fides of the proceeding and prevent collusion; 
and then upon full inquiry, and after due proof, such individual 
might establish his legitimacy, and the judgment of the Court 
would remain upon the record and be available, in all time to 
come. The Bill, by a somewhat analogous machinery, would 
enable a man to establish his status as a natural-born British 
subject. 

Leave was given, and the Bill was read a first time. 


New TRIat IN CRIMINAL CASEs. 
Mr. M‘Manon moved for leave to introduce a Bill to secure 
the right of new trial in criminal cases. 
Leave was given, and the Bill read a first time. 


Common Law Procepure Act AMENDMENT BILL. 
This Bill passed through committee. 


Thursday, June 17. 
Joint Stock Companies Acts AMENDMENT BILL. 


The House went into committee on this Bill. 

Clause 1 was agreed to. 

On clause 2, in answer to Mr. Witson, 

The SoLiciror-GENERAL said, though it was necessary that 
this Bill should be passed this year, he hoped another session 
would not pass without one general measure of consolidation 
and amendment, which would put the law on this subject on an 
intelligible footing. In the Act of 1856, certain clauses were 
introduced giving powers of voluntary winding-up by consent 
of the creditors, and powers to creditors to obtain a compulsory 
winding-up. ‘The Act of 1857 provided, that if there was an 
incipient voluntary winding-up, and the creditors desired a 
compulsory winding-up, the Court, if it saw that the voluntary 
winding-up was bona fide and for the benefit of the creditors, 
might adopt and carry it out, instead of being obliged as before 
to institute a compulsory winding-up. The clause which gave 
that power was of the most meagre description, and this Bill 
was intended to supply the full powers which it failed to con. 
vey. Under this Bill the Court might take possession of a 
voluntary proceeding, and apply to it all the. powers which it 
would have possessed had the winding-up been compulsory 
from the commencement. 

Sir R. BETHELL said, this Bill was the necessary consequence 
of the want of some department to supervise generally the 
legislation of Parliament. He was not at all sanguine about 
the success of the Bill, so great was the natural antagonism of 
voluntary and compulsory winding-up. He recommended one 
general tribunal, armed with all the powers now possessed by 
different tribunals for the disposal of these cases. 

The clause was agreed to, as were those up to 18 inclusive. 

On clause 19 which related to the prosecution of delinquent 
directors, &c., in case of compulsory winding-up, 

Mr. AyRTON said, that the clause would compel the Attor- 

ney-General to establish a sort of state prosecution against 
the directors when any creditor required it. Considering the 
great expense of these prosecutions, he thought that the matter 
should be left to be dealt with in the ordinary course of law. 
_ The Soricrror-GENERAL said, that the clause did not make 
it compulsory on the Attorney-General or the Court to under- 
take these prosecutions; it left it entirely in the discretion of 
the Court to say whether the offence charged was so grave 
that a report of it should be laid before the Attorney-General, 
in order that proceedings might be taken for its punishment. 
The Attorney-General would be responsible for the prosecution, 
if it were undertaken. 

The clause was agreed to. 

On clause 20, 

Mr. Mains observed, that the prosecutions in the case of the 
British Bank had cost £10,000, three times as much as he con- 
sidered necessary ; and he thought measures ought to be adopted 
to protect shareholders or liquidators from what might prove 
unfounded and expensive criminal proceedings. Where it was 
clear frauds had taken place, means should be afforded to the 
shareholders of adopting some short and inexpensive mode to 
punish the delinquents. He would suggest that proceedings 
should not be instituted without the sanction of the Court. 

Sir R. BeTHELL was not aware of the expense in the casa of 
the British Bank; but he could state that every step in that 

tion was taken under the direction of members of the 
ate and present Governments, and that he believed no expense 
_ Was incurred beyond what was necessary to insure a conviction. 
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He approved the suggestion that no prosecution of such a nature 
should be undertaken without the sanction of the Court. 

Mr. B. Moore thought care ought to be taken not to afford 
an opportunity to liquidators of instituting colourable prosecu- 
tions, which might lead to the escape of guilty persons. ; 

The SoriciroR-GENERAL was ready to introduce into the 
clause, in line 42, words providing that the previous sanction of’ 
the Court should be given to prosecutions. 

The amendment was adopted, and the clause agreed to. * 

On clausé 21 being put, 

The Soricrror-GENERAL, in reply to Mr. Schneider and Sir 
R. Bethell, said, he would not insist on the clause, as other pro- 
visions in the Bill appeared to impose a sufficient check against 
improper actions. 

The clause was negatived. 

The other clauses of the Bill were agreed to, and the House 
resumed. 

Witts or British Supsects ABROAD. 


On the motion for the second reading of this Bill, 

Sir R. BeTHELt suggested that the discussion should be taken 
on the motion for going into committee upon the Bill. He 
hoped to introduce a Bill on the subject founded on a different 
principle, the present Bill being at variance with the settled 
international law of Europe. 

The SoLiciroR-GENERAL assented to this suggestion. 

The Bill was read a second time. 


TRANSFER OF LAND BILL. 

Sir R. Beret, in moving the second reading of this Bill, 
said, that.it would apply to England many provisions similar to , 
those contained in the Sale and Transfer of Land (Ireland) Bill, 
introduced by the Attorney-General for Ireland. If the House 
would allow it to be read a second time pro forma the discussion 
might be taken on going into committee. 

Mr. WALPOLE was unwilling to discourage any attempt to 
facilitate the transfer of land; but the Bill,as it had come down 
from the other House, was in two respects materially different 
from the propositions which the recent commission on the regis- 
tration of titles submitted to her Majesty. First, it gave the 
Court of Chancery jurisdiction in the transfer of land; and, 
secondly, it did not deal at all with mortgages, leases, or incum- 
brances. Now, he knew his learned friend was of opinion that 
the object contemplated by the Bill was too limited, and that the 
Court of Chancery was not the tribunal by which questions af- 
fecting the transfer of land ought to be determined. Still, there 
could be no harm in reading the Bill a second time pro forma, . 
provided there was no objection to refer it to a select committee, 
who might suggest a more comprehensive measure. 

Sir R. BeTHELL assented to the suggestion. 

The second reading was then agreed to. 


CHANCERY AMENDMENT BILL. 

The Lords’ amendments to this Bill were considered and 
agreed to. 

Sir R. BeTHELL obtained leave to bring in a Bill to amend 
the law in relation to the wills of British subjects dying while 
resident abroad; also a Bill to assist the administration of 
justice, by affording better means for ascertaining the law of 
other countries where questions as to such law shall arise, 


» 


Pending Measures of Law Reform. 


JOINT STOCK COMPANIES ACTS AMENDMENT 
BILL. (H. C.) 
[Mr. Henley. ] 

Recites that by the 19th section of “ The Joint Stock Com- 
panies Act, 1857,” it is amongst other things provided, that 
where a company is in course of being wound up voluntarily, and 
proceedings are taken for having the same wound up by the 
Court, the Court may, instead of making an order that the 
company should be altogether wound up by the Court, direct 
that the voluntary winding-up should continue, but subject to 
such supervision of the Court, and with such liberty for creditors, 
contributories, and others to apply to the Court, and generally 
upon such terms and subject to such conditions, as the Court 
thinks just: And that it is expedient to make further provision 
for enabling companies to be wound up in manner directed by 
the said 19th section: And that it is expedient to explain and 
amend the. Acts thereinafter referred to as “The Joint Stock 
Companies Acts,” i. e., “ The Joint Stock Companies Act, 1856,” 
“The Joint Stock. Companies Act, 1857,” and “ The ‘Joint 
Stock Banking’ Companies Act, 1857.” , 
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1. This Act may be cited for all purposes as “The Joint 
Stock Companies Amendment Act, 1858,” and it shall be 
included in the expression “ Joint Stock Companies Acts,” as 
thereinafter used, unless there is something in the context in- 
consistent with its being so included. 

2. A petition praying wholly or in part that a voluntary 
winding-up may continue, subject to the supervision of the 
Court, shall, for the purpose of giving jurisdiction to the Court over 
suits and actions, and over the appointment of a receiver, be 
deemed to be a petition for winding up the company by the 
Court; and in determining whether a company is to be wound 
up altogether compulsorily or under the provisions of the said 
19th section, the Court may have regard to the wishes of the 
majority in number and value of the creditors as proved to it by 
any sufficient evidence. 

3. Where any order is made by the Court,in pursuance of the 
said 19th section, for the continuance of a voluntary winding- 
up, the Court may in such order or in any subsequent order 
apppoint any additional liquidator or liquidators; and any Jiqui- 
dator or liquidators so appointed by the Court shall have the 
same powers, be subject to the same obligations, and in all! re- 
spects stand in the same position as if they had been appointed 
by the company: the Court may from time to time remove any 
liquidator or liquidators so appointed by the Court, and fill up 
any vacancy occasioned by such removal, or by the death or 
resignation of any such liquidator or liquidators: the Court shall 
in the appointment of a liquidator or liquidators under this 
section consult any creditor or classes of creditors it may think 
expedient to consult for the purpose of ascertaining. what 
appointments are most for the interest of the creditors, 

4. Where an order is made by the Court, in pursuance of the 
said 19th section, for the continuance of a voluntary winding- 
up, the liquidators appointed to conduct such winding-up may, 
subject to any order made by the Court, exercise all powers 
given to them, without the intervention of the Court, in the 
same manner as if the company were being wound up altogether 
voluntarily; but, save as aforesaid, any order made by the Court 
in pursuance of the said 19th section, for the continuance of a 
voluntary winding-up, shall, for all purposes, including the 
application of any provision relating to fraudulent preference, 
be deemed to be an order of the Court for winding-up the com- 
pany by the Court, and shall confer full authority on the Court 
to make calls, or to enforce calls made by the liquidators, and to 
exercise all other powers which it might have exercised of its 
own motion, or on the application of the official liquidators, if 
an order. had been made for winding-up the company altogether 
by the Court. 

5. Where an order has been made for winding-up a company 
compulsorily, or where an order has been made, in pursuance of 
the said 19th section, for the continuance of a voluntary 
winding -up, no suit, action, or other legal proceeding shall be 
proceeded with or commenced against the company or the 
public officer thereof, or any member, of the company, in respect 
of a debt of the company, except with the leave of the Coutt, 
and subject to such terms as the Court may impose. 

6. Where an order has been made for winding-up a company 
compulsorily, or where an order has been made, in pursuance of 
the said 19th section, for the continuance of a voluntary 
winding-up, the Court may make such order as it thinks just as 
to the inspection by the creditors and contributories of books 
and papers of the company, and such books and papers may 
be inspected ‘by creditors or contributories, in conformity with 
such order of the Court, but not further or otherwise. 

7. Where an order has been made in pursuance of the said 
19th section for the continuance of a voluntary winding-up, and 
such order is afterwards superseded by an order directing the 
company to be wound-up compulsorily, the Court may in such 
last-mentioned order, or in any subsequent order, appoint the 
Voluntary liquidators, or any of them, either provisionaliy or 
permanently, and either with or without the addition of any 
other persons, to be official liquidators. 

8. Where the Court makes an order for winding-up a 
company compulsorily, it may, if it thinks fit, provide by that 
or any subsequent order that the official liquidators may exercise 
any specified powers without the intervention of the Court. 

9. Where an order has been made for winding-up a company 
compulsorily, or where an order has been made, in pursuance of 
the said 19th section, for the continuance of a voluntary 
winding-up, the liquidators may, with the sanction of the Court, 
at any stage of the winding-up, pay any classes of creditors in 
full, or make such other arrangement with creditors as the 
Court may sanction; and any general or partial scheme of 
liquidation, if approved of by the Court, shall be binding on all 
the creditors and contributories of the company. * 





10. The practice hitherto in use in the Court of Chancery in 
England in winding-up companies under “ The Joint Stock — 


Companies Winding-up Act, 1848,” and “The Joint Stock 
Companies Winding-up Act, 1849,” including the service of 
summonises, notices, and other documents by post, and including 
the payment of a per-centage in lieu of fees to the suitors fee 
fund, the non-entry of orders at the registry office, and all 
powers and jurisdictions given to the said Court of Sere 
by the said Acts, and not conferred by the Joint § 

Companies Acts, shall be applicable to the winding-up under 
the said Joint Stock Companies Acts of companies by the 


Court of Chancery and Courts of Bankruptcy in England, until . 


rules for regulating such winding-up are made in pursuance of 
the powers for that purpose given by the said Joint Stock 
Companies Acts; and the Court of Chancery and Courts of 
Bankruptcy in England may adopt such practice, powers, and 
jurisdictions, to the same extent as if the companies were 
being wound up under “ The Joint Stock Companies Winding- 
up Act, 1848,” and “The Joint Stock Companies Winding-up 
Act, 1849.” 

11. Any order made by the Court in England for or in the 
course of the winding-up of a company under the Joint Stock 
Companies Acts shall be enforced in Scotland and Ireland in 
the Courts that would respectively have had jurisdiction in 
respect of such company if the registered office of the company 
had been established in Scotland or Ireland, and in the same 
manner in all respects as if such order had been made by the 
Courts that are hereby required to enforce the same; and, 
similarly, orders made by the Court in Scotland for or in the 
course of the winding-up of a company shall be enforced in 
England and Ireland, and orders made by the Court in Ireland 
fcr or in the course of winding-up a company shall be enforced 
in England and Scotland by the Courts which would 
respectively have had jurisdiction in the matter of such company 
if the registered office of the company were established in each 
division of the United Kingdom where the order is required to 
be enforced, and in the same manner in all respects as if such 
order had been made by the Court required to enforce the same 
in the case of a company within its own jurisdiction. 

12. Where any order made by one Court is required to. be 
enforced by another Court, as hereinbefore provided, an office 
copy of the order so made, shall be produced to the proper 
officer of the Court required to enforce the same, and the 
production of such office copy shall be sufficient evidence of 
such order having been made; and thereupon such last- 
mentioned Court shall cause such order to be registered, or shall 
take such other steps in the matter as may be requisite for 
enforcing such order, in the same manner as if it were the order 
of the Court enforcing the same. 

13, Where a company is being wound-up altogether volun- 
tarily, the liquidators may apply to the Court by petition, 
motion, the presentation of a special case, or in such other 
manner as the Court may direct, to determine any question 
arising in the matter of such winding-up, or to exercise, as 
respects the enforcing any calls, or in respect of any other par- 
ticular matter, all or any of the powers which the Court mi ht 
exercise if the company were being wound up compulsorily ; 
and the Court, if satistied that the determination of such ques- 
tion or the required exercise of power will be ae and beneficial, 
may aceede, wholly or partially, to such application, upon such 
terms and subject to such conditions as the Court thinks fit, or 
if may make such other order on such application as the Court 
thinks just. 

14, Where any company is being wound up altogether volun- 
tarily, or is being wound up subject to the provisions of the 
said 19th section, the company in general meeting may fill up 
any vacancy occasioned by the death or resignation of any 
liquidator or liquidators appointed by the company. é 

15. In case of any company being wound up compulsorily, 
the liquidators may invest any moneys for the time being in 
their hands, or standing to their credit in the Bank of Eng- 
land, arising from such winding-up, in government securities, 
including exchequer bills, ‘ 

16. In fixing the amount payable by any contributory, in 
pursuance of the Joint Stock Companies Acts, or any of them, 
he shall be debited with the amount of all debts due from him 
to the company, including the amount of the call, and shall be 
credited with all sums due to him frof{ the company on any 
independent contract or dealing between him and the company, 
and the balance, after making such debit and credit as afore- 
said, shall be deemed to be the sum due. 

17. All calls and liabilities to calls made or to be made on 
an} older or contributory, in pursuance of any of the 
Joint Stock Companies Acts, shall, in the event of 





SUEUCERESES SESS SRBREBELS SSBEBSSZERBSESSSREZESESEEBSRESES BE 


oo 


Gm fbebowEe’bwe Ook s eeee ez 











“Jone 19, 1858. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


689 








‘folder or contributory becoming bankrupt or insolvent, be 
? ble against his estate. 

18. The 16th section of “ The Joint Stock Companies Act, 
1857,” shall be repealed, and in lieu thereof be it enacted as 
follows:—The liquidators shall have power to compromise all 
calls and liabilities to calls, debts, and liabilities capable of re- 
sulting in debts, and:all claims, whether present or future, cer- 
tain or contingent, ascertained, or sounding only in damages, 
subsisting or supposed to subsist between the company and any 
contributory or alleged contributory, or other debtor or person 
apprehending liability to the company upon the receipt of such 
sums, payable at such times, and generally upon such terms as 
may be agreed upon, with power for the liquidators to take any 
security for the discharge of such debts or liabilities, and to 
give complete discharges in respect of all or any such calls, 
debts, or liabilities; subject2to the proviso, that, where an order 
has been made by the Court for winding-up a company compul- 
sorily, or where an order has been made, in pursuance of the 
said 19th section, for the continuance of a voluntary winding- 
up, no such compromise shall be made except in accordance 
with the directions of the Court, as expressed generally in any 
order made by the Court, or as given in each particular case; 
and that where a company is being wound up altogether volun- 
tarily, no such compromise shall be effected except with the 
sanction of a special resolution of the company, or of a general 
or particular power delegated to the liquidators by a special re- 
solution. 

19. Where any order is made for winding-up a 5 
compulsorily, or for the continuance of a voluntary winding- 
up subject to the provisions of the said 19th section, if it 
appear in the course of such winding-up that any past or exist- 
ing’ director, manager, public officer, or member of such com- 
pany, has been guilty of any offence in relation to the company 
for which he is criminally responsible, the Court may, on the 
application of any person interested in such winding-up, or of 
its own motion, cause a report of such offence to be laid before 
her Majesty’s Attorney-General, in order that all proper pro- 
ceedings may be taken for the punishment of such offence. 

20. Wherea company is being wound up altogether voluntarily, 
if it appear to the liquidators conducting such winding-up that 
any past or existing director, manager, public officer, or member 
of such company has been guilty of any offence in relation to 
the company for which he is criminally responsible, it shall be 
lawful for the liquidators to prosecute such offender, and all ex- 
penses properly incurred by them in such prosecution shall be 
payable out of the assets of the company, in priority to all 
other liabilities. 

21. The 116th section of the “ Joint Stock Companies Act, 
1856,” shall not apply to companies registered under “ The 
Joint Stock Banking Companies Act, 1857.” 

22. This Act shall apply in cases where an order has been 
already made for winding-up a company compulsorily, or where 
an order has been made, in pursuance of the 19th section, for 
the continuance of a voluntary winding-up, or where a com- 
pany is in the course of being wound up altogether volun- 
tarily. 


23. Any company or copartnership, consisting of seven or 
more persons, having by its constitution a capital of fixed 
amount, divided into shares also of fixed amount, if it legally 
carried on the business of banking previously to “The Bank- 
ing Companies Act, 1857,” is entitled to register itself or to 
continue registered under “ The Joivt Stock Banking Com- 
panies Act, 1857,” for the purpose of winding-up under that 
Act, and if it legally inaitel on any other business than bank- 
ing, except that of insurance, previously to the passing of “The 
Joint Stock Companies Act, 1856,” is entitled to register itself 
or to continue registered under “ The Joint Stock. Companies 
Act, 1856,” or the Joint Stock Companies Acts, 1856, 1857, for 
the purpose of winding-up under those Acts. 

24. This Act shall extend to the provisions of the Joint 
Stock Companies Acts, 1856, 1857, incorporated with “ The 
Joint Stock Banking Companies Act, 1857.” 


Law Amendment Society. 


This society met on Monday, May 17th—Mr. Serj. Woot- 
RYCH in the chair. 
Mr. E. WEBsTeERr’s paper on the registration of title was con- 





Mr. WAKEFIELD, in moving the resolutions of which he had 
given notice, said, that he sincerely desired the progress of every 
Measure of upon sound principles, but d 


any attempt to work extensive changes, involving property to 








the amount of hundreds of millions sterling, upon a fancied 


analogy between stock and land. He acknowledged the zeal, 
economy, and patience of the commissioners on the transfer of 
land, but the more he reflected on some portions of their report, 
the more absurd and eccentric it appeared to him. He had per- 
used Mr. Webster’s paper very attentively, and felt fase 
say that not one of his objections was yet answered ; but the 
paper imputed to him arguments he had never used. He had 
never affirmed the impossibility of the titles to real and. per- 
sonal property being assimilated ; but he regarded such an 
assimilation as undesirable and inexpedient, there being a 
marked distinction in the nature and subject-matter of the two 
kinds of property. The scheme of the commissioners would 
inoxease the expense of transfer; the number of caveats to pro- 
tect the interests of the several parties would be very great, and 
the expense of removing them enormous. As an instance, he 
neutiaad the cost of registering the deeds of the Bedford 
estates (upwards of a quarter of a million of money), which 
would never be of use, except in case of selling. the 
estates. The scheme would, no doubt, expedite the transfer; 
but the practical results would be to diminish the security of 
title, and place a disagreeable impediment in the way of persons 
desirous of investing for social purposes, who- formed the 
majority of Jandowners in England. He approved of Lord 
Cranworth’s Rill, because it dealt with the transfer of land for 
economical pufposes alone. The scheme, as regarded making 
the gegistration of title optional, was fallacious. Land when 
once on the register must always remain there; and as all land 
sooner or later must come upon the register, and be held for 
commercial purposes, the measure was, in fact, a compulsory one, 
extremely injurious in 2 social point of view. He considered it 
inexpedient, and dangerous in the extreme, to provide the means 
of giving parliamentary titles without precluding the possibility 
of suppressing title-deeds, and regarded the present attempt as 
a crude and hasty scheme, which, if persevered with, would only 
retard the cause of true reform, and end in vexation and 
disappointment. 

Mr. H. G. ALLEN had come to an opposite opinion. There 
appeared to him ta be only three courses open for adoption—the 
present scheme, Lord Cranworth’s Bill, or nothing at all. He 
believed that the plan of the Commissioners would have a 
beneficial effect, and prevent the immense evils that frequently 
arose from repeated investigations of title. If this scheme was 
wrong, it might be said that the sanctioning the enfranchise- 
ment of copyholds was wrong, for the two were very similar in 
their operations. It was doubtful whether Lord Cranworth’s 
Bill would increage economy, or, if so, if it would also give 
security. It was impossible to speak of the proposed plan 


. as crude or hasty, for few subjects had received more attention, 


Mr. WINGFIELD thought the time had arrived for an economi- 
cal and expeditious mode of transfer. 

Mr. Cookson pointed out that Lord Cranworth’s Bill gave a 
means of obtaining a parliamentary title, but did -nothing 
towards keeping the title cleared. 

Mr. PEeTGRAVE thought the resolutions were entitled to 
consideration, and would second the motion for their adoption. 
He thought that the proposed scheme would be very expensive 
as to removing caveats. 

Mr. E. WessTeER said, that these resolutions ought not, on 
their own merits, to receive the support of the society. They 
were founded on a principle which would retain the investigation 
of title. Lord Cranworth’s Bill referred to ia them was faulty 
in that respect. It was a feeble attempt to amend the law of 
conveyancing, but omitted the only real remedy—viz. the 
registration of the title. If there were a public registry, any 
absolute title—for example, an estate for life or « charge— 
might be registered, and ever afterwards a purchaser of that 
title would have an ostensible owner to deal with, with whom, 
and with whom alone, it would be necessary for him to contract. 
Here lay the strength of the registration of title—in diminishing 
expense, in insuring certainty. Mr. Wakefield's resolutions 
afforded no such security; they were founded on a fallacy. 
Who was to define what “ commercial purposes” were? Would 
registration of the title be of no service when a large estate 
was divided into numerous lots? If Lord Cranworth’s Bill 
would not serve the purpose of encumbered landowners who 
wished to sell their estates, it would not be worth much. The 
régigtration of the title would render the execution of deeds 
unnecessary; but Lord Cranworth’s Bill contained no such 
provision. Registration would in no respect affect the tenure 
of land. Why was the transfer to affect the tenure? Copy- 
holders transferred their titles without affecting the tenure: it 
was a fallacy to mix up the two subjects. The matter was worn 
threadbare; but two haots were arrived at—viz. first, that the 
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frequent investigation of the title was the main cause of the 
expenses and delays attending the transfer of land; and, 
secondly, that the registration of the title on a register—not 
open to the public, but analogous in that respect to the books 
of the Bank of England—was the only remedy for the evil. 

The resolutions were then put, and negatived by a large 
majority. 





The scciety met again on May 31st—E. Wesster, Esq., in 
the chair. 

Mr. Hastrncs moved that the draft bill on bankruptcy and 
insolvency prepared by the National Association for the promo- 
tion of Social Science, and also any bill on bankruptcy or in- 
solvency introduced into either House of Parliament during the 
present session, be referred to the special committee on bank- 
ruptcy. 

Mr. E. Lawrance seconded the motion, which was agreed 
to. 

Mr. Serjt. Wootrycn then read a paper on 
the Bar.” 

Mr. Francis moved that the paper be referred to a com- 
mittee. 

Mr. H. ALLEN seconded the motion. 

Mr. E. Lawkance could not support the motion, as fhe paper 
dealt with the matter more as a private than a public grievance, 
and what benefit was likely to accrue from an inquiry was not 
apparent. He thought that the puisne judges had generally 
earned the laurels they had won, for out of the fifteen Judges he 
knew not one who could boast of aristocratic birth. He might 
except the Chief Justice of the Common Pleas, who had lately 
succeeded to a baronetcy, but whoowed his appointment as much 
to his forensic ability as to his politicalinfluence. Thesaine obser- 
vationwould apply equally to the Chancery judges. The examples 
of Mr. Justice Erle and Mr. Justice Byles, and Baron Channell, 
were sufficient to show that political prejudices were notallowed to 
exclude able men from the bench. As to the practice at the bar, it 
was undoubtedly true that in former times men of first-rate talent 
had been kept back on account of their opinions, as in the 
eases of Lord Abinger and Lord Denman; but they, nevertheless, 
were employed as leading counsel, although in a lower rank; 
and no one supposed that such injustice could be done at 
the present day. The ordinary employment of counsel 
was regulated by the requirements of clients, and though 
talent might occasionally be kept back at the bar, as in all 
other employments, it generally forced its way in the long run, 
He thought that there could be no practical benefit derived 
from appointing a committee. 

Mr. H. Worpswortn concurred with Mr. Lawrancé, but 
thought that the paper might be sent to a committee. 

Mr. Hastinés said, if the paper were referred, he would lay 

fore the committee some papers which had come to him 
through Mr. Baron Bramwell, on the mode of making appoint- 
ments to the judicial offices in England and the colonies. 
Promotion at the bar must be regulated by the natural and 
legitimate test of success in practice; but promotion in judicial 
offices might form the subject of a report. Why should not 
commissioners in bankruptcy and county court judges be 
rewarded by promotion? and why should ‘colonial and Indian 
judgeships, and recorderships at home, be given away by non- 
legalgatronage? He would support the motion if altered so as 
to igelude more than the subject of the paper. 

Mr. ‘Satanz thought the papers sent by Mr. Baron Bramwell 
ought tébe ‘considered, if they came with any recommendation 
from him. 

Mr. G. Haxris drew the attention of the meeting to the 
unsatisfactory mode of appointing revising barristers. 

Mr. H. G. ALLEN approved of the mode. 

Mr. A. Hrxx could not think that Mr. Allen's opinion was 
generally shared by the bar. 

Mr. Serjt. Wootrycn said, that he would be ready to 
substantiate his opinions before a committee, and that a great 
deal which had been advanced against his paper was quite 
irrelevant. 

‘The Cuainman said, if Mr. Serjt. Woolrych’s paper were 
referred to a committee, an interesting and useful report might 
be prepared. The right of pre-audience at the bar, w hich 
accompanies the rank of Queen’s counsel, creates 1 monopoly of 
the most lucrative business of the advocate. ‘There seems no 
reason to doubt that a barrister would be as honourable as he is 
at present—or, if it be possible, more honourable than he at 
present is, if he were to be independent of Crown or professional 
favour, and were obliged to rely on himself ‘alone for his 
advancement. If it could really be predicated that ‘upon a 
barrister obtaining a rightof pre-audience, he would be to 


“Promotion at 





exercise it, the last observation would be groundless; but the 
Lord Chancellors have of late years made so many gross 
mistakes when raising men to the rank of Queen’s counsel, 
that it is absolutely unpredictable whether the barrister will or 
will not derive any advantage from the honour and privileges 
thus conferred upon him. ‘The late Lord Tenterden was raised 
from the outer bar to the bench.. Fortunately for him and the 
public, his learning and ability were discovered; but as a 
leader he would have entirely failed. May there not be men at 
the outer bar who, if they were advanced to the rank of Queen's 
counsel, and had the consequent right of pre-audience, would 
prove worthy of the rank, by obtaining a large business as 
leading counsel, but who are kept in the back-ground because 
they have not the qualities necessary to obtain the good-will of 
the magnates of the bench? ‘The question is, however, a public 
question or nothing; for the interests of the bar apart from 
those of the public, are as nothing. For what purpose do the 
great majority of barristers and solicitors practise their profes- 
sion? To obtain a livelihood; but as success or promotion at 
the bar depends, under the present system, very much, and 
generally, on the favour of the Crown at a particular period, and 
not invariably on the deserts of the individual, the interests of 
the whole profession lie for the most part in maintaining 
the existing condition of things. Hence very few barristers 
or solicitors, comparatively speaking, are sincere law re- 
formers; and hence the public are so justly discontented with 
the law and lawyers. During the last thirty years many ped- 
dling attempts to reform the Court of Chancery have been 
made, and yet the mode of taking evidence is, as. yet, defective 
in the extreme; and the administration of justice in that court 
is still very far from what it ought to be. Is not the cause of 
this discernible from what has been already stated? . Mr. Serjt. 
Woolrych is quite right in alleging that the creation of 
Queen’s counsel is an innovation. ‘The inner bar was formerly 
an independent body. The question of professional promotion, 
however, is a question of no importance, unless the public in- 
terests are affected by it; and hence it is desirable, that, to- 
gether with the other matters referred to in the learned ser- 
jeant’s paper, that question should be brought under the con- 
sideration of a committee. 
The motion was withdrawn, and the following substituted :— 

“ That a special committee be appointed to consider and report 

on the present system of appointment to judicial offices in the 

United Kingdom, in India, and the colonies; and that the paper 

of Mr. Serjt. Woolrych be referred to such committee.” 

This motion was put and carried. 


—_--—-————>—— - 


Court Papers. 








Queen's Bench. 
NEW CASES.—Trintry Trem, 1858. 
NEW TRIAL PAPER. 
Goode v. Job. 
Saul v. Myatt. 
SPECIAL PAPER. 
Oglesby and Another v. Yglesias. 


Crehequer of Pleas. 


This Court will, on Thursday, the Ist, and on Saturday, the 3rd days 0 
July, hold a sitting, and will, at "such sitting, proceed in giving ju tin L 
all matters then standing for. judgment, and will also, at such sitting, pro- 
ceed in disposing of such motions and applications which shall then be 
pending, or such cases in the Special Paper as the Court shall give leave te 
be brought on at the said sitting. 


sa xu ete BS 


Middlesex. 
London. 


foo] 


Appeal. 








XN 
Sumner Circuits of the Judges, 1858. 
Erte, J., will remain in Town. , 
Norfolk. 
Lord CampBecy and Witi1AMs, J. 
Aylesbury ...scccccecescccee Saturday .....++. +» duly 10. ! 
Bedford .....+e00+ pcescvecee Puesday ss. ss.ceee . duly 13. 
Huntingdon ... Thursday .,.< ++ July 15 
Cambridge. ...sceceeceee cose Sdturdny .......... duly 17 
Norwich and City eoccrcecce W sa sosvceee Soully 21. 
Ipswich ..ecccccesccccescees MONARY wc ceseceee -» duly 26, ] 
Midland. me) 
Cockzurn, L.C.J., and WicuTman, J. 
Oakham .......cscesccccees o BYIGMY cevcccccnee - duly 9. ’ 
Northampton  ...0.ceeeeeee + Saturday .....,.... July 10, 


Leicester and Borough ...... Wednesday ...,.... July 14. 
Nottingham and Town ...... Satmrday ...6..-.06 
Lincoln and City ..........5. Wednesday .., 
DEPpy....sccccvcccdseccescee Motida 
Warwick 


+ Beer eee eeeneee 
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Northern. 
Pottock, L.C.B., and Marrm, B. 

York and City .........+.... Saturday .......... July 10. 

I oo se cecccccce Saturday .. duly 24. 

Newcastle and Town ...... sie” BYMIRT. veces cccees July 30. 
Caflisle ...........0.. Tuesday... August 3. 
Appleby ...... Friday... August 6. 
iter .. Saturday . August 7. 
Liverpool .......... Wednesday, August 11. 

Home. 

Wi1zes, J., and BraMwe tt, B. 
Hertford. J. .ccccccccccces eee Thursday .......... July 8. 
LeweS ....+56. Wednesday ........ July 14, 
Chelmsford .... Tuesday ........+00. July 20, 
Maidstone ...4.ss50... eo Monday .........00% July 26. 
Guildford ......c0...ee0000. Monday ........ eese August 2. 

Western 

Watson, B., and CHanne t, B. 

Winchester ........-...-005 Saturday .......0. + July 10. 
July 17. 


Salisbury ....,..sseeeeeeee. Saturday .......6. 
ester 









Wednesday ........ July 2l. 
- duly 24. 
-- July al. 
- August 5. 
- August 12. 
“Oxford. 
Byes, J., and Hitt, J. 
Abingdon .. seceeeeseees Thursday ....-.+++ - duly 8. 
Oxford ..... soccecscess Saturday ...ccceee July 10. 
Worcester and City ......... Wednesday ........ July 14. 
Stafford .......e000. Saturday ....+++++- duly 17. 
Shrewsbury .. Tuesday .......+00+. July 27. 
Hereford ..... Saturday .......... July 3l. 
Monmouth......-++++ Tuesday .....e.eeeee August 3. 
Gloucester and City ........ Saturday .......... August 7. 
South Wales. 
Crompton, J. 
Cardiff onderoonseresecce Tuesday ....eseeseee July 6. 
Haverfordwest and Town os... sai eooeeee duly 14, 
5 July 17. 
July 21. 
July 24. 
July 29. 
July 31. 
July 14. 
July 17. 
July 20. 
duly 23. 
July 26. 
July 29. 
duly 31. 





Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 


BIRTHS. 

BANNISTER—On June 7, at 57 Camden-square, the wife of Charles Ban- 
nister, Esq., of a daughter. 

BRADBURY —-On June 12, at Manor-park, Streatham, the wife of Augustus 
Bradbury, Esq., of a daughter. 

oe June 9, at Lee-road, Blackheath, the wife of Frederick J. 
Turner, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a daughter. 

WORTLEY—On June 15, at the Dowager Lady Wenlock’s, 29 Berkeley- 
square, the Hon. Mrs. James Stuart W ortley, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGES. 
BATHURST—THOREAU—On June 16, at St. John’s, Paddington, by the 
Rev. Lancelot C. Bathurst, Henry Bathurst, of Faversham, Kent, Solicitor, 
to Martha Cope, youngest daughter of the late Philip Thoreau, Esq., of 
Jpper Gloucester-place, and formerly of the Island of Jersey. 
GRIFFITH—INGRAM—On June 9, at Steyning, Sussex, by the Rev. 
Thomas Medland, vicar, assisted by the Rev. J. C. F. Tuffnell, rector of 
Edburton, Charles Marshall Griffith, Esq., of the Inner Temple, to Sarah 
Anna, youngest daughter of Hugh Ingram, Esq., of Steyning. 
LEE—FRITH—On June 12, at St. John’s, Paddington, by the Rev. M. 
D. French, John Lee, Esq., eldest son of John Lee, M.D., Ashbourne, 
Derbyshire, to Fanny, widow of Charles Frith, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, 
and daughter of the late Capt. G. H. Phillips, of Her Majesty’s 13th Light 


Dragoons. 

MARSHALL—TANNER—On June 10, at St. Paul’s, Covent-garden, by the 
Rev. Henry Hutton, Robert Marshall, .~ , of Gray’s-inn, and 2 Tor- 
rington-street, Russell-square, to Kate F ‘anning, youngest daughter of 
the late Thomas Tanner, Esq., of the yr Medical Board. 

MILLER—CLARKE—On May 20, at St. John’s, Barbadoes, by the Rev. 
T. Clarke, Capt. Dugald Stewart Miller, 67th Regiment, D.A, Q.Mast.- 
Gen., eldest son of Dr. Miller, of Exeter, to Elizabeth, third daughter of 
Sir Bowcher Clarke, Kut., Chief Justice of that island. 

RAYNER—DYSON—On June 10, at the parish church, Almondbury, by 
the Rev. L. Jones, vicar, assisted by the Rev. G. Hough, incumbent of 
peg Crosland, Robert L. Rayner, Esq., of Ings-grove, Mirfield, Solicitor, 

Anne, eldest daughter of the late Thomas Dyson, Esq., of Ne- 
a near Huddersfield. 

RUTHERFORD—LYNE—On June 9, at St. Saviour’s, Chelsea, by the Rev. 

E. R. De Levante, John Rutherford, Esq., of Hackney, Middlesex, to 
Catherine, eldest daughter of L. 8. Lyne, Esq., the Comptroller- 
General of Inland Revenue. 

VIVIAN—GALABER—On June 9, at St. Luke's, Chelsea, by the Rev. 
William ih gg oa Robinson, M. A, incumbent of Christ-church, Chel- 
aay to the Earl of Plymouth, Charles Edwards Ennis Vivian, 

of the Inner Temple, son of the late J. E. Vivian, Esq., of Plene- 
hie ~ ine 


cf a Felt dah of the Rey. G. F. 





DEATHS. 


BOTHAMLEY—On June 12, aged 10 months, Alfred, son of Thomas Hilton 
Bothamley, Esq., of 34 Royal-crescent, Notting-hill. 

LOUGHBOROUGH—On June 12, at Selwood-lodge, Tulse-hill, Frances 
Cornelia, wife of Thomas Loughborough, Esq., of Selwood-lodge, and of 
Austin-friars. 

POLLOCK—On June 11, at his residence, 54 Besborough-street, aged 47, 
George Kennet Pollock, second son of the late Sir David Pollock, Lord 
Chief Justice of Bombay. 

SMITH—On June 10, Charles James Smith, Esq., Solicitor, 2 King’s Arnis- 
yard, Coleman-street, London, aged 68. 





ace: | Fete 

Ganclarmed Stock in the Bank of England. 
The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the. ‘ee unless other Claimants 


appear within Three Months :— 

Becker, Ann, Spinster, Lymington, Hants, deceased, £1,967 : 10 : 0 New 
Three per Cents.—Claimed by Rev. THomas Beckiey, administrator 
with will annexed. 

Bett, WitiiaM, Gent., Old Jewry, deceased, £1,800 Navy £5 per cents.— 
Claimed by Rev. Joun Pace, acting surviving executor. 

Gorpon, Hon. Arrnur, 7 Argyle-street, London, £231 : 11 : 0 New Three 
per Cents.—Claimed by ArTuur GorDoN. 

IsEL1N, JoHN FREDERICK, Gent., Plymouth, £70 : 2: 3 Redueed.—Claimed 
by Jonn Freperick Iseuin. 

PEARSON, ALEXANDER, and RicHarD CAMPBELL, Writers to the Signet, 
both of Edinburgh, £93 : 0 : 7 Reduced.—Claimed by Davip ALEXANDER 
Pearson, acting surviving executor of ALEXANDER PEARSON, WhO Was 
the survivor. 

Srewart, ANNE, Spinster, Sloane-street, Chelsea, £100 Consols.—Claimed 
by ANNE STEWART. 

Wurtsy, Tuomas, Coal Merchant, Red Lion-wharf, Thames-street, Josepa 
Sits, Gent., Queen-street; and Epwarp ArcHEeR Wrtpe, Solicitor, 
College-hill, £110 New 2/. 10s. per Cents.—Claimed by Epwarp ArcHER 


Wipe, tlie survivor. 
———=—_—— 


heirs at Raw and Next of Hin. 
Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 


Bockett, Louisa Amy, Denmark-hill, Camberwell (who died in April, 
1858). Bockett v. Bockett, V.C. Kindersley. Last Day for Proof, 
July 10. 

Ricuarps, Exiza, Spinster, Wilmot-st. St, George; Bloomsbury (who died 
on Oct. 7, 1809). Jolley v. Hayter, M. R. Last Day for Proof, July 17. 

RuFFLE, ELIZABETH, Milliner and Dressmaker, formerly of Tavistock-street, 
Covent-garden, afterwards of the Waterloo-road (who died in Jan., 1837). 
All persons claiming to be children of her brothers and sisters living at 
the time of the death, in 1848, of William Ruffle, her last surviving bro- 
ther, and their personal representatives, to apply to Tamplin & ‘ode 
159 Fenchurch-street, Solicitors for the Executors of 


matte 1s 
SHoney Market. 


CITY, Frmay Eventne. 

Another week has passed of remarkable flatness and de- 
pression, both in the English and Foreign Stock market, and 
also in railway shares. The elosing price of Consols-this after- 
noon is 95g to 953 per cent., ex dividend, being } per cent. 
lower than this day week. On the Stuck Exchange money is 
rather more in demand, and the supply plentiful at 2 percent. 
In nearly all the leading lines of railway, the amount of traffic 
during the last week is less than in the corresponding week of 
the previous year, and railway stock is proportionately 
depressed. 

From the Bank of England return for the week ending the 
16th inst., it appears that the amount of notes in circulation is 
£19,457,405, being a decrease of £333,210; and the stock of 
bullion in both departments is £17,919,450, showing a decrease 
of £101,494 when compared with the previous return. Arrivals 
of specie have occurred during the week, both from Australia 
and the United States, and the demand for exportation to the 
continent has not been inconsiderable. 

In the manufacturing districts several branches of trade pre- 
sent signs of increasing activity. This is reported to be felt at 
Huddersfield, Leeds, Nottingham, Barnsley, and Sheffield, and 
material improvement is anticipated. 

A prospectus has been issued for a submarine telegraph from 
Weymonth to Alderney, Jersey, and Guernsey, with a contract 
to coniplete it by the end of next month. 

A line of railway communication will shortly be opened from 
near the Great Western station at Hanwell to the Brentford 
Docks and the Thames, and great additional facilities will be 
thereby afforded for extending the coal and other traffic from 
Wales and the West of England to London. 

The Bill to enable working arrangements to be entered into 
by the Great Northern and the Manchester, Sheffield, and 
Lincolnshire Companies has been read a third time; and at a 
meeting of the Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincolnshire Com- 
pany, the. working arrangements with the Great Northern were 
sanctioned. It was stated that proposals for raising the fares 
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between London and Manchester have been renewed, but a 
definite answer has not yet been received from the London and 
North-Western Company. 

From the annual report of the Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue, it appears that exportation of British spirits to France, 
which in late years had been very large, has been stopped by 
the French government removing, in August last, the pro- 
hibition which previously existed in regard to distillation of 
spirits from grain, and by imposing a duty on spirits imported 
into France. The excise duty on British spirits amounted to 
above £9,000,000, and the duty on paper to above £1,000,000 
in the last year. These duties are collected with more ease 
and regularity than many others. There has been a satis- 
factory decrease in illicit distillation. In the number of 
bushels of malt charged with duty there has been a consider- 
able comparative increase during the last year, 


———————— 
English Punds. 



































Enciiso Fonps. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur. | Fri. 
| 
Bank Stock .........+| .. 220} |221 193} 221 !2198 21 991 
3 per Cent. Red. Ann...| 96% | 964 $| 96} | 95% 6 | 95 953 
7 fitment meg Ann...} .. ee } oe ee : on ees 
ew 3 per Cent. ‘Amn... 96§ (964 6 4; 963 6 | 96$ 53) 956 6 | 9. 
New 25 per Cent. Ann.. aed . os % % ond 
Long Ann. (exp. Jan. 5, 
MET 6xecesscos oe oo ee oe on oo 
~ 30 years (exp. Jan. 5, 
be, dicey ‘Jan. 5 
De, ew (exp. Apr.5, 

pee TTT oe 18 5-16, .. 18 7-16) 184 oe 
India Stock. Pace Sinwne ee oe ee se ee e os 
India Loan Debentures..| 994 oe 995 oe 99 
India Scrip............ oo ee oe 99 oof 
India Bonds (£1,000) . oe oe be oe 2is p ow 
Do. (under £1,000)... 15s p ee we oe oe ee 
= gga a Mar.| 36s P |32s36sp| 36s p | 32s p| 32s p)} .. 

oe ‘2 os 2ls p jI8sl7sp| .. 
Exh’! Bills (aie) “Var, => at 32s p | 32s p |35s32sp) .. 
Ditto une oe ee os 16s p {17s2lsp| 21s p 
— a (Small) Mar. oe os 32s p | 328 p | 32s p | 36s p 
ee oe a oe 17s2isp| 20s p 
De, "(Advertise Mar. ee oo 6 | oe oe oe oe 
Bch a 1858, "3h eo 
Exch. Senls, 1859, 33 ee 
eS ree ae 1012 | 1003 1) 100% | 100% 1) .. 
Railway Stock. 

Raltways. Sat. | Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur. | Fri. 
Birk. Lan. & Ch. Junc..| .. os oe ee my if 
Bristol - Exeter ....| 884 88 oe ‘ 89 a 
Caledonian............ 824 [82543]... 82 | 814 1 |s0} 793 
Chester a pat Holyhead. . 33 as be se 88 a 
East Anglian........ 164 ne - és 164 3] 16} 
Eastern Counties ...... 614 | 61 G4) .. 614 4 | 60g 13/60} 60 
Eastern Union A. Stock.| .. oe os oo ee «o 

Ditto B. Stock ....| .. oe eo oe . ee 
East Lancashire ...... os oe ee 90 89 ve 
Edinburgh and Glasgow| 64 633 4| 64 oe 634 se 
Edin. Perth,and Dundee} .. oe ee oe ee os 
ce bes South-Westn.| .. 103° } . 3 oe oo $e 

reat Northern ......| .. 2 102, ee 102/101 

Ditto A, Stock ....| 88 oe ee 4 o oe ole 

Ditto B. Stock ....| .. os ut oe ee se 
Gt. South & West. (Ire.)| .. 103%] .. a ea a 
Great Western ...... 51 503/518 % 1) 51 503] 503 50) 503 | 493 9 

Do. Stour Vly. G. Stik. PY se s ee ee as 
Lancashire & Yorkshire} 90} 90§ 904 90 | 90 89g) 894 3 
Lon. Brighton & S. Coast} 108 74] 108 7 * 108% 


London & South-Westrn.| 93 93 
a 38 43133 sap ak 
Midland ........ 924 |92) § ee 2 2) 91 21d 44 
a Birm. & Derby oe ee ee ee ee os 


North British vases ae 40 5 493 oft, 494 
- m ¢ os 90 
gee (Brwck.)/90} 90§ $1 j90} 9 


London & North-Wstrn..| 914 2 i py olf ‘914 905 90% 4 90) 
a 


Di Led: cht nine 45§ = i 2 454 4 
Ditto York ........ 71 1 704 70 
North London ........ +8 t oe ale * pr i 
Oxford, Worc. & Wolver.| .. ae ow ee ee ae 


Scottish Central ..... ery so oo oe oe oe 
Scot. N.E. Aberdeen Stk.) .. oe se 
Do. Scotsh. Mid. Stk.| .. oo pe oe ee on 
Shropshire Union......| .. oo oe 
South Devon......... oe os oe 
~Eastern ........| 68} 68 3 ve 68 674 4 
South Wales .......56+| +» 79 es oe so «se 
Vale of Neath ........| «- 993] .. 99 ck os 


























insurance Companies, 






Equity and Law...ccdeccscccoccccscccccccccccce & 
English and Scottish Law Life ..... 4 
Law Life ..ccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccccncss GOS 
Law Reversionary Interest ...-.s+escesceseresese 1D 
Law Union ....+.+s+. ecccccccccvccccccscccccecs pur 


Legal and Commercial Cac wvccccccccccescocescece 
Legal and General Life........ssesccessecccccves 
London and Provincial Law......++ssseeeees 
Medical, Legal, and General.......e+++sse00 
Solicitors’ and General .......sseseceeseeees 


—_—_—_—_————_~ 
Estate Exchange Meport. 


(For the week ending June 17, 1858.) 
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At THE Mart.—By Messrs. Prews & WALL. 


The life interest of a gentleman aged 48 years, in the fiye following lots :— 

Copyhold and Freehold Estate, known as Potter’s-hall Farm, at Great 
and Little Munden, Hertford, ‘comprising 147a. 3r. 19p.; let at £217.— 
Sold for £1,450. 

A Freehold Cottage and Homestead, 9a. 2r. 27p., adjoining the preced- 
ing; let at £19 : 10.—Sold for £155. 

Two Copyhold Cottages adjoining ; let at £6 : 15.—Sold for £35. 

Two Freehold Cottages, and a piece of land measuring la. 3r. 24p.; let 
at £9.—Sold for £65. 

Freehold and Copyhold Estate, known as “ Hatchalt’s Farm,” compris- 
ing 209a. Ir. 35p., partly let; estimated annual value, £282: 10, and 
subject toa charge of £50 per annum during the life of a lady aged 68 
years.—Sold for £2,000. 

Ten (£25) paid up Shares in the General Cemetery Company, Kensal- 
green, on which a dividend of 8 per cent. per annum is paid.—Sold 
for 

Forty Shares in the same Company.—Sold at from £290 to £295 per lot 
of Ten Shares. 

Fifty Preference Shares (£25 paid up) in the Company of Copper Miners, 
in England ; dividend 74 per cent. per annum.—Sold for £1,265. 

Six Leasehold Villas, Nos. 15 to 20, Twickenham-villas, ‘Twickenham ; 
term, 60 years from 1842, at £30; let at £95.—Sold for £330 in lots. 


By Messrs. PULLEN & Son. 


yar, 29, Grosvenor-park, Camberwell, and 3, 25, & 26, Augusta- 
terrace, ‘Newington ; let at £97 per annum; held for 70 years at 

£14: 7: 6.—Sold for £800. 

Leaseholds, Nos. 10, 11, & 12, Ironmonger-street, St. Luke's, Old-street ; 
let at £73; term, 13% years, at £18.—Sold for £230 

Six similar Houses, Nos. 15 to 20, Ironmonger-street ; ‘let at £162; term, 
13} years, at £36.—Sold for £540. 

Leasehold, 21, Richard-street, Islington; let on lease at £26; term, 13 
years, at £6.— Sold for £90. 

Freehold, No. 50, Mansell-street, Goodman’s-fields; let at £50.—Sold 
for £780. 

A similar residence, No. 49, Mansell-street ; let at £42.—Sold for £805. 

A eg A of Freehold Building Ground in Upper Well-alley, Wapping.—Sold 
for 

_—— No. 18, Kingsland-crescent, Kingsland; let at £34.—Sold for 


By Mr. W. Borcuer. 


Two Freehold Cottages at Sutton, Surrey; let at £13.—Sold for £150. 

Four — Cottages at Lower Ashstead, Surrey ; let at £24 : 15.—Sold 
for £27 

Freehlod plot of land, 3a. Ir. 20p., at Banstead, Surrey.—Sold for £300. 


By Mr. MURRELL. 


Freehold, No. 5, Romney-street, Westminster ; let at £28.—Sold for £300. 
Freehold, Brn 18, Wood-street, Westminster; let at £45: 10.—Sold for 
£346 


Freehold, No. 34, Devonshire-street, Queen’s-square, Bloomsbury; let at 
£40.—Sold for £500. 

Freehold workshops in ‘the rear of the above ; let at £10.—Sold oa £150. 

Leaseholds, Nos. 1 to 4, Albion-place, Southgate-road, Yes at 
£30 each; term, 73 years from 1844, at £14: 2, —Sold for 


At Garnaway’s.—By Messrs. Baker & Son. 


Freehold Farm at Hendon, Middlesex, near the Church, comprising 66a. 
3r. 30p.; let at £183 : 10.—Sold for £5,950. 


At THE Mart.—By Messrs. Humporeys & WALLEN. 


Freehold, “ Baker’s End Farm,” Merton, Surrey, comprising 163a. Ir. 17p.; 
let at £300.—Sold tor £9,000. 

Freehold Dwelling, and 3a. 3r. 16p. of meadow land, adjoining the preced - 
ing, the apportioned rent being £18.—Sold for £590. 

Plot crt freehold land adjoining, 2a. 2r. 17p. ; apportioned rent, £5.—Sold 
for £240. 

— plot of land, 16a. 2r. 10p.; apportioned rent, £35.—Sold for 

20. 


Small piece of meadow land, 2r. 8p.; let at £1.—Sold for £80. 

Plot of freehold building land in Cheam, Surrey, 8a. 2r. 18p.; let at £42. 
—Sold for £1,520. 

Plot of Freehold Land adjoining, 2a. Or. 21p.; apportioned rent, £2 : 10.— 
Sold for £210. 

Enclosure of Freehold Land at Cheam, 6a. ar. 25p.; apportioned rent, 
£10: 10.—Sold for £1,080. 

Copyhold Residence, and garden adjoining the ae lot.—Sold for £450. 

Freehold Rent of £12 per annum, arising out of property at Cheam.— 
Sold for £400. 

Freehold Residence at Cheam, worth £50 per annum .—Sold for £700. 

Two enclosures of Freehold Land, at Sutton, Surrey, with cottage, 
comprising 6a. 3r. 9p.—Sold for £610. 

Freehold Land—13a. Ir. .—at Sutton ; let at £91.—Sold for £760, 

A small piece of Land, 2a. 2r, 16p., near the preceding.—Sold for £280. 
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At GaRRawarY’s.—By Mr. D. Cronin. 


The Lease of the Tulse-hill Hotel, Tulse-hill, Surrey, with stabling, &c. 
and a cottage, term 40 years, at £84.—Sold for £1,700. 


Ar THE Mart.—By Mr. Joun LzEs. 


Leasehold House and Shop, No. 2, Norfolk-road, Westbourne-grove West, 
term 99 years from 1847, at £6 ; let at £40. —Sold for £400. 


At THE Mart.—By Mr. Mason. 


Freehold House and Shop, No. 1, Pitfield-street, Hoxton; let on lease at 
£130 per annum.—Sold for £2,610. 

Freehold House and Shop, No. 23, Pitfield-street ; let on lease for a term 
of 21 years from March, 1846, at £55 per annum.—Sold for £1,020. 

Freehold House and Shop, No. 26, Pitfield-street ; let on lease for a term 
of _ oy from the 24th of June, 1854, at £75 : 10 per annum.—Sold 
for £1,460. 

Freehold, ay 4, Union-street args let at £70.—Sold for £740. 

Freehold, 27, Stewart-street, Old Artillery Ground ; let at £30.—Sold for 


£560. 

Freehotd plot of ss ground between Moorgate-street and Little Bell- 
alley.—Sold for £800. 

Freehold Houses, 23, 24, and 25, Pleasant-place, Green-street, Bethnal- 
green ; let at £31 : 4. —Sold for £300 

mw +7 a and Shop, Church-street, Stoke Newington ; let at £28.— 

for 

Leasehold House and Shop, 39, err rst” hg New North-road ; term, 

46 years, at £4; let at £32. "—Sold for £265. 


By Mr. Moxon. 


Nos. 4 & 5, Susannah-place, Downham-road, Kingsland ; let at £52; term, 
60 years, from 1834, at £5 : 10.—Sold for £445. 
Se arm, Kingsland ; let at £19 : 10 ; term, 33 years, at £8: 5. 


At Garraway’s.—By Messrs. Patce & Ciark. 


“ Clephane-villa,” Lower-road, yanatons let at £55; term, 93 years, from 
1851, at £6 : 15.—Sold for £470 

Nos. 10, ll, 12, Ashburnham-road, South-street, Greenwich ; 
£59: 19; term, 94 years from 1853, at £12 12.—Sold for £470. 


let at 


By Messrs. Wartrens & Lovesoy. 
Freehold, No. 60, Pall Mall; let at £250 from Midsummer, 1858.—Sold for 


950. 
Freehold, No. 21, Branch-place, Hoxton; let at £20.—Sold for £265. 


AT THE Mant.—By H. Brown & T. A. Roperts, 


Freehold, 26, Bridge-street, Bermondsey ; let at £19 : 10.—Sold for £160. 
No. 27, Bridge-street, adjoining.—Sold for £175. 
No. 28, do., similar to preceding.—Sold for £170. 
Freehold, No. 11, Little George-street, Bermondsey; let at £21.—Sold for 


£190. 

No. 12, Little Geo adjoining ; let at £9 : 10.—Sold for £170. 

Freehold Ground-rents, amounting to £8 : 10 for 704 years, with reversion 
in fee (worth £72 per annum), arising from 4 houses in Little Paulin- 
street, Bermondsey.— Sold for £170. 

Freehold Ground-rents, amounting to £12: 15 for 764 years, arising from 
6 soume i ieee Paulin-street, with the reversion in fee (worth a”), 


By Messrs. Catnnock & GaLswortHy. 


The Pendleton Colliery, near Manchester, leased by Messrs. Knowles, 

, works in on, and producing a net rental of £586 per annum, 
exclusive of royalties, sold by direction of the Court of Chancery in the 
cause cf Kerrick v. Fitzgerald.—Sold privately to the tenants after the 
Auction at the reserved price of £9,800. 

Six Houses, High-street, St. Giles’s ; lease 35 years unexpired ; let at £181 
per annum ; ground-rent, £69 : 6: 8.—Sold by direction of the Court of 

ry in the cause of M‘Cullock v. Gregory, at the sum of £1,180. 

Two Houses, 28, Little Earl-street, Long Acre, and 29, Tower-street, St. 
a s-lane, producing £62 per annum; term, 70 years.—Sold for 

Three Ny ay aa, High-street, Fulham, producing £64 per annum. 
—Sold for £71 

let at £50; 


Leasehold Fosdang 29, Upper year Gray’s-inn-road ; 
Pasar 32 years; ground-rent, £4.—Sold for £350. 

reehold Mansion, park and lands containing 121 acres, called Offington 
“os near Worthing, Sussex.—Sold for £11,400. 

Freehold Ground-rents, Haverstock-hill, amounting to £59 per annum.— 

Sold for £1,330. 

AT THE Mart.—By W. Cox. 

Freehold property, known as the Almshoe Bury Estate, near Stevenage 


and Hitchin, Herts, comp farm, &c., upwards of 664 acres, and 
worth £1,000 per annum.—~Sold for £25,700. 


By Mr. Jonn HEALEY. 
Leaseholds, Nos. 22, 26, 27, 30, and 32, Sussex-road, Holloway ; let at 
£130: 10; term 94 years, at £26 : 5.—Sold for £1 ,200. 
of five unfinished houses in Devonshire-road, Holloway ; term, 
944 years; ground rent, £5 : 5, and other outgoings, "in addition to pur- 
chase-money of £69 : 6 : 3.—Sold for £550. 


By Mr. W. W. Aszorr. 
Piece of Freehold Ground, Green-st., Leicester-sq. (worth £90 per annum). 
Sold for £950, 


By Messrs. AsnotT & WrIGGLESWoRTH. 


Nos. 7 & 8, Upper Southampton-street, Pentonville, worth £30 and £22 

rer term, 174 a. at a peppercorn.—Sold for £150.each. 
pt atenyry 7 manufactery, No. 56, Conduit-street, Regent- 

street ; let on at £145; term, 34 years, at £4: 7; 6, with right of 





renewal, on payment of a fine of £30: 12: 6 every fourteen years.— 
Sold for £2,830. 


Ar Garpaway’s.—By Messrs. FAREBROTHER, CLARK, & Ly. 


Freehold, No. 287, High Holborn; let at £117 : 10.—Sold for £2,420. 
Freehold, 288, High Holborn ; let at £100.- -Sold for £1,050. 
Freehold, 41, High Holborn ; let at £105.—Sold for £2,150. 


AT THE Mart.—By Mr. MaRsu. 


Freehold Public-House; known as the “ Crown,” Crown-court, Fleet” 
street ; let on lease for 14 years, from Lady-day, 1857 ; at £6: 1: 4 per 
annum.—Sold for £800. 

Freehold Dwelling Houses, Nos. 12 and 13, Crown-court; let at £25 per 
annum.—Sold for £430. 

Leasehold Houses, Nos. 76 and 77, Harwood-street, Hampstead-road ; term, 
63 years from Michaelmas, 1847 ; ground rent, £9 ; let at £58 per annum. 
—Sold for £450. 

Ten Dividends arising from £10,000 Consols, during the life of a gentleman, 
aged 61; and the proceeds of the sale of the £10,000 on his death, after 
a sum of £3, 000 has been paid.—Sold for £2,300. 

Fee simple of one-fifth part of a piece of laud, 3 acres; in the Archway- 
road, Hornsey.—Sold for £70. 


By Mr. Drew. 


Leasehold Residence, No. 38, Arlington-street, Camden-town; terms 41 
years, at £1; let at £52 : 10: —Sold for £525. 
‘AT GARRAWAY’S .—By Messrs. Fietp & Farrarut. 
“ Durham Arms” Tavern, Kennington Oval, Surrey; term, 19 years, at 
£90.—Sold for £950. 


By Mr. ARMITAGE. 
Freehold, “ Old George” Inn, Stowage, Deptford; let at £30.—Sold for 
£510. 


By Mr. Grasier. 
Leasehold, No. 21, Bernard-street, Russell-square; term, 344 years at 
£12: 12: let at £60.—Sold for £320. 


By Messrs. Nasi. 


Freehold Estate, ‘ Pound Farm,” at Thornton-heath, Croydon, comprising 
32a. 3r. 35p.; let on lease at £105.—Sold for £4,250. 

Freehold Wi ood, known as * Bottom and Bushey Field Shaws,” 13 acres.— 
Sold for £650. 

Freehold Wood, known as “ Long Close Coppice ;” also at Thornton-heath. 
—Sold for £1,000. 

Freehold Meadow, called “Long Mead,” 6 acres, at Streatham.—Sold for 


Piece of Freehold Garden Ground, 3a. 3r. 30p., at Waddon-road, Croydon ; 
let at £16.—Sold for £630. 

Several Plots of Freehold Building Ground, on the London and 
road, Croydon, containing 31a. 28p.—Sold, in one lot, for £5,100. 


> 
~~ 


London Gasettes. 





Commissioners to administer Paths in Chancery. 
Tuespay, June 15, 1858. 
BRACKENBURY, LANGLEY JosEPH, Gent., Alford and Tattershall, Lincoli- 
shire.—June 5. 
Mason, Ricwarp, Gent., Farnham, Surrey.—June 4. 


Frmay, June 18, 1858. 
Tompson, THomas, Gent., Dover.—June 15, 


Bankrupts, 
ToespaY, June 15, 1858. 


COWEN, Jouy, Travelling Draper, Newcastle-under-Lyme. Com. Balguy: 
June 26 and July 15, at 11.30; Birmingham. Qf. Ass. Kinnear. Sols. 
Litchfield, Newcastle- “under-Lyme ; or Smith, Birmingham. Pet. June 1}. 

CUMBERLAND, Rosert, Fancy Goods Manufacturer, 31 Addle-st., Wood- 
st. Com. Evans: June 25, at 11; and July 22, at 1.30; Basinghall-st, 
Off. Ass. Johnson. Sol. Thompson, 60 Cornhill. Pet. June 12. 

EDWARDS, Rosert, Joiner, Mold. Com. Perry: June 29 and July 19, at 
za Liverpool. Off. Ass. Morgan. Sols. Evans & Son, Commerce-ct., 

verpool ; or Parry, Mold. Pet. June 10. 

GARLICR. Cuas_es, Ironmonger, High-st., Guildford 
June 28, at2; and Aug. 2, at 12; Basinghall-st. 
Sol. Roberts, 8 Barge-yard-chambers, Bucklersb Pet, Jane 14, 

HOLDERNESS, Joan WittiaM (J. W. Holderness & Co.), Timber Mer- 
chant, Kingston-upon-Hull. Com. Ayrton: June 30 and Ang. 4, at 12; 
nag hall, Kingston-upon-Hull. Og. Ass. Carrick. Sols. Holden & 

ns, Kingston-upon- Hull. Pet. June 10. 

LOCKW OOD, Jonn, Cloth Manufacturer, Mold Green, Kirkheaton, York- 
shire. Com. Ayrton: June 29, at 11.30; and July 26, at 12; Com- 
mercial-bldgs., Leeds. Of. Ass. Hope. Sols. Jessop, Huddersfield ; or 
Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. June 11. 

RIMMINGTON, GEORGE Hussarb, Grocer, Wymondham, Leicestershire, 
now a prisoner for debt in Leicester Gaol. Com. yay rely 8 and 
Aug. 3, at 10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. Of. Ass. Harris. Sol. 
Haxby, Leicester. Pet. June 12. 

ROLFE, Taomas, Pianoforte Maker, 132 Regent-st., and Marshall-st., 
Golden-sq. Com. Goulburn: June 28 and Aug. 2, at 11; Basinghall- 
t. Off. Ass. Pennell. Sol. Williams, 31 Alfred-pi., Bedford-sq. f° 

ume 12, 

WALL, Joun, Carpenter, Southport, Lancashire. Com. Stevenson: June 
25 and July 16, at 11; Liverpool. Og. Ass. Turner. Sols. Lowndes, 
Bateson, Lowndes, & Robinson, Liverpool. Pet, June 3. 


Fripay, June 18, 1858. 
BAILEY, Joun Georer, Dealer in Small Wares, Halifax. Com. West: 
July 2 & 30, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Qj. Ass. Young. . Sols. 
& ick, Leeds, Pet. June 17, 


Qonth 


Com. 
Of. Ass. Nicholson, 
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—a JoserH ALFRED, Bookseller, 6 Queen’s Head- 
Com. Evans: July 1, at 1; and July 29, at 110, Desinghallst 
Ass. Bell. Sols. Harrison & Lewis, 6 Old Jewry. Pet. June | 17. 


BELL, Josep, Cotton Spinner, Bolton, Lancashire. Div. July 9, at 12; 
Manchester. Com. Skirrow. 
Brooke, Winsaw SCHOLEFIELD, Woollen Merchant, Crosland Moor, Al- 





Shas Bal Epwarp, & WritiaM Hopson, Curriers, Kr ugh 
Wetherby. Com. West: July 1.& 30, at 11; Commsatish alten. 
Leeds. Off. Ass. Young. Sols. Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. Jane 15. 

CLARKSON, Tuomas Joseru, Licensed Victualler, ‘Cockspur-st., Liverpool. 
Com. Perry : July 8 & 29, at 11; Liverpool. Off. Ass. Bird. Sols. 
Francis & lakoend, 31 North John-st., Liverpool; or Bridger & Collins, 
37 King William-st., London-bridge. Pet. June 4. 

COUCHE, Witt1aM, Commission Agent, Manchester. July 5 & 26, at 12; 
Manchester. oF. Ass. Fraser. Sols. Sale, Worthington, & Shipman, 
Manchester. Pet. June 11. 

GREENHALGH, James, Gas Fitter, 3 High-st., Bow. Com. Evans: June 
24 and July 29, at 11; Popes. Off. Ass. Johnson, Sol. Mur- 
rough, 5 New-inn, Strand. Pet. June 4. 

LAIDLAW, ALEXANDER Wentworts (A. W. Laidlaw & Co.), Dealer in 

3 Bury-ct., St. Mary Axe. Com. Fonblanque; June 29, at 1; 
and July 28, at 12:30; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Graham. Sols I&S. 
Solomon, 22 Finsbury-pl. Pet, June 8. 

MAIR, Francis Henry, & Ropert Henry Matn, Publishers, Henrietta-st., 
Covent-garden. Com. Evans: June 26, at 11; and July 22, at2; Ba- 
singhall-st. Off. Ass. Bell. Sols. Lepard. & Gammon, 9 Cloak-lane. Pet. 
June 15. 

MOREWOOD, Joun, Grocer, Atherstone, Warwickshire. Com. Balguy: 
July 2 & 22, at 11. 30; Birmingham. OF. Ass. Whitmore. Sols. Baxter, 
Stafford, Shatton, Baxter, & Dudley Baxter, Atherstone ; or James & 
Knight, Birmingham. Pet. Jane 16. 

PARROTT, Wittiam, Boot and Shoe Maker, 16 Lisle-st., Leicester-sq. 
Com. Holroyd; June 29, at 2.30; and July 27, at 11; Basinghall-st. 
Of. Ass. Edwards. Sols. Houghton & Jameson, 4 Verulam-bldgs., 
Gray’s-inn. Pet. June 11. 

RIMMINGTON, Georce Hussarp, Grocer, Wymondham, Leicestershire. 
Com. Balguy: July 8, and Aug. 3, at 10.30; Shire- hall, Nottingham. 
Off. Ass. Harris. Sol. Haxby, Leicester. Pet. June 11. 

ROWLEY, Bensamin, Corn Factor, Crofton and Wakefield. Com. Ayrton: 
July 5, and Aug. 2, at 12; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Off. Ass. Hope. 
Sols. Wainwright, Wakefield; or Bond & Barwick, Leeds. Pet. June 15, 

STREET, WitttaMm Favunrieroy, Insurance Broker, Austin Friars. Com. 
Holroyd: June 29, at 2; and July 27, at 12; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. 
Edwards. Sols. Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, 14 Old Jewry-chambers. 
Pd. June 15. 

WILKINSON, Jonn Erripce, & Many Maxrvet, Innkeepers, Roker, Sun- 
derland. Com. Ellison: June 29, and July 22, at 12; Royal-arcade, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Off. Ass. Baker. Sols. Young, Harrison, & Young, 
Sunderland. Pet, June 9. 


BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
Turgspay, June 15, 1858. 


De Jonxce, Jacoz Isaac (Jacob Isaac de Jonge & Co.), Merchant, 71 Mark- 
lane.—Novy. 3, 1857, 


MEETINGS, 
Tuespay, June 15, 1858. 


ARkte, James, Currier, Sunderland. Last Ex. (by adj. from May 20) 
June 28, at 11; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. 

Browx, Gorcr Joux, Rope Manufacturer, Hartlepool. Second & Final 
Div. July 8, at 12; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon- Tyne. Com. Ellison. 

Burgess, Joux, Licensed Vi my toed Dudiey Port, Tipton. Div. July 8, at 

1.30; Birmingham. Com. Ba 

CraPHaM, Georce Erasmus, Lideneea Victualler, The Rose, Farringdon- 
st. Div. July 6, at 2; Basinghall-st. Com. Holroyd. 

Coorer, Jonn Martin, Ship Owner, Sunderland. Di. July 6, at 11.30; 
Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon- -Tyne. Com. Ellison. 

Evans, Ricnarp, sen., Veterinary Surgeon, 14 Grey-ter., and Napier-st. 
Great Dover-st., Newington, and Talbot-inn-yard, High-st., Southwark. 
Last Ex. (by adj. from June 8), June 25, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. 
Fonblanque 

Gortcu, Joun ‘Davis, & Taomas Henry Gorcu, Bankers, Tanners, &c., 
Kettering and Rowell, Northamptonshire ; also of 43 Long-acre. Div. 
joint est. July 7, at 2; "Basinghall- st. Com. Fonblanque. 

Hotes, WILLIAM, Picture Dealer, Birmingham. Div. July 14, at 10; Bir- 
mingham. . Balguy. 

Hurcoms, SAMUEL, Grocer, Littledean, Gloucestershire. Div. July 8, at 
11; Bristol. Com. West. 

Kwicur, Lewis Suiru, Hardwareman, Manchester. Div. July 7, at 12; in 
lieu of Div. declared May 19; Manchester. Com. Jemmett. 

Lesney, Tuomas, Manufacturer of Boots & Shoes, North Shields. Div. 
July 8, at 11; Royal-arcade, Newcassle-upon- Tyne. Com. Ellison. 

Mackar, James, Timber Merchant, Liverpool (Mackay, Rutherford, & Co.) 
Div. Jaly 8, at 11; Liverpool. Com. Stevenson 

M'Lzay, Rosrrr, & James M‘Lean, Builders, Hulme, Manchester. Div. 
sep. est. of each, July 8, at 12; Manchester. Com. Skirrow 

Motz, ee, Waeten, Victualler, Birmingham. Div. July 8, at 11. 30; Birming- 


Com. Balguy. 
Paar, 3 Joun Gootpen, WiLL1AM LioyeL Freestone, & SAMUEL WILLIAM 
» Merchants, 15 Great St. Helen’s, and 29 Queen-sq., Bristol. 
Die. Sul July 8, at 11; Bristol. Com. West. 
Surru, Tom, & WittiaM Fretcuer, Fancy Manufacturers, now or late of 
Bradford. Last Ex. i iw sine die) June 25, at 11; Commercial- 


Sreax, mes, owas Orr0, E Hteeer Dupwas Warecmns Rare ALDWIN, - 
News -upon- ; (by adj Ma 19) une 
30, at 11; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon Pa Com, Ellison. 

THomPson, Wu, Power Loom Cloth Tuentetier' Over Darwen, Lan- 
eashire. Div. July 15, at 12. Com. Skirrow. 

Warenstox, Joseru, & James Warenrsron, Smiths, Low Elswick, New- 
castie-upon-Tyne (Waterson Brothers). Div. July 7, at 12; Royal- 
arcady, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison. 

FrRipay, June 18, 1858. 

Aten, Srerpuen, & Henny Jonas Surra, Merchants, Mark-lane-cham- 

oot Yass Div. sep. est. of each, July 9, at Il. 30; Basinghall-st. 


Aamerzonc, Bens _ pment, Gebtetent, Puben, Sot Tas Ba. (by 
adj. tran May 21), Js duly 1, at 11 Dio. Fuly 14, at 11; Royal-arcade, 
oy aa ter Bh bey Com. Kdlioon, ™ ' 





dbury, Yorkshire. Prf. of Dots. July 1, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., 
Leeds. Com. West. 

Cottins, Francis, Jeweller, 8 Lower Ashby-st., Clerkenwell. Div. July 
12, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 

DEVEREUX, THomas Herpert, Tailor, Stockton, Durham. Last Er. fe 
adj. from’ May 20), July 1, at 12. 30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon- 
Tyne. Com. Ellison. 

ENGLAND, Ricnarp, Manufacturer, Wilsden, Bradford, Yorkshire. Div. 


July 19, at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds, Com. Ayrton. 
Francis, Tuomas, Plasterer, 6 Cross-rd., on. Last Ex, On adj. 
from May 21), June 29, at 12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonbl 


Hart, Tuomas, Hat Manufacturer, 41 Charlotte-st., Bla . Div. 
July 9, at 1; "Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

Hits, JONATHAN, & Ronert Hints, Bankers, High-st., Gravesend; and 
High-st., Dartford. Last Ex. (by adj. from June 1), June 29, at 2; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

Notiey, Samvet, Chocolate Manufacturer, 1 Newman’s-ct., Cornhill, and 
Compton-st. East. Ch. of Ass. instead of G. Titterton, Stationer, Corn- 
hill, deceased ; June 29, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

PERRIN, JOHN GooLpEN, WittiAM LIonEL Freestone, & Samuel WILLIAM 
Tuckey, Merchants, late of 15 Great St. Helen’s, London, and 29 nore 
sq-, Bristol. Div. sep. est. of each; July 15, at 11; Bristol. 

Raprorp, DANIEL, & Gap SouTHALL (Radford & Co. ), Coal Storchaaen 
25 Gracechurch-st., D. Raprorp also trading on his own acct. at Par- 
liament-wharf, Millbank, Westminster,“ and 130 New Bond-st., and 68 
Holborn-hill. ’ Div. sep. "est. D. Radford, July 9, at 11; Basinghall-st, 
Com. Fane. 

Samson, Lazarus, Merchant, Houndsditch. Prf. of Dot. June 29, at 11; 
Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

Suaw, James, Grocer, Southover, near Lewes. Div, July 12, at 11.30; Ba- 
singhall-st. Com. Goulburn. 

Smita, Trwpen, James Hitper, Grorce Scrivens, & Francis SMitu, 
Bankers, Hastings. Div. sep. est. F. Smith, July 9, at 1.30; Basinghall- 
st. Com. Fane. 

TAYLOR, WILLIAM, sen., WILLIAM TAYLOR, jun., & Henry TaYtor, Linen 
Manufacturers, Barnsley, Yorkshire. Div. sep. est. H. Taylor, July 19, 
at 11; Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. Com. Ayrton. 

Wacuorn, Wit11aM Price, Grocer, Stratton-house, Westerham, late of 
Tatsfield-court, Tatsfield, Surrey, formerly of Horsmonden, Kent. Div. 
July 12, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Goulburn. 

Wann, EDWARD Trustram, Licensed Victualler, Swan-with-Two-Necks, 
he eg Last Ex. (by adjnt. from June 11) June 30, at 1.30; Basing- 

hall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 


DIVIDENDS, 
TuEspAy, June 15, 1858. 


ALDRIDGE, Witt1AM Henry Dencan, Tailor, Great Bridge, Staffordshire. 
Tey 4 10d. Whitmore, 19 Temple-st., Birmi ; amy Tuesday, 

to 

BucHANAN, JoHN, Upholsterer, 4 Moorgate-st. Second, 5d. Lee, 20 
Aldermanbury ; June 16, 11 to 

ays BARNARD Geonce, Ship Chandler, Cardiff. Div., 2s. 6d. Acraman, 

St. Augustine’s-parade, Bristol; any Wednesday, 11 to tol. 

Pra 5-3, Josep, Licensed Victualler, Walsall. First, 4s. 34d. Whitmore, 
19 Temple-st., Birmingham ; any Tuesday, 11 to 3. 

HinpHavenH, Mary, & ‘ARTHUR FERDINAND DE NEUMANN, Timber Mer- 
chants, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. First, 3s. Baker, Royal-arcade, New- 
castle-u m-Tyne ; any Saturday, 10 to 3. 

Larkine, WILLIAM, ‘Innkeeper, King’s Head-hotel, King-st., Ipswich. Se- 
cond, 64d. Whitmore, 2 Basinghall-st.; any Wednesday, 11 to 3. 

Perens, Tuomas, Grocer, Llanvabon. Div.,9d. Acraman, 19 St. Augus- 
tine’s-parade, Bristol ; any Wednesday, 11 to 1. 

SHernine, Samvue, & James Lirrie, Wholesale Stationers, Bristol. Div., 
i Miller, 19 St. Augustine’s-parade, Bristol ; any Wednesday, 11 


sien, Henry Joun, Narre: Pancras-lane. Second, 4d. Whit- 
more, 2 Basinghall-st. ; Wednesday, 11 to 3. 

WAKINSHAW, JAMES, Tron anufacturer, Monkwearmouth, Third 4d. (in 
addition to 4s. 2d. previously declared). Baker, Royal-arcade, Newcastle- 
upon-Tyne; any Saturday, 10 to 3, 

Warerston, Joun & James, Boiler Builders, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. First, 
1s.6d, Baker, Royal-arcade, Newcastle-wpon-Tyne; any Saturday, 10 
to 3. 

Fray, June 18, 1858. 


Auton, Wittiam, & Joun Sanperson Butter, Lace Manufacturers, Not- 
tingham. First, \s. joint est. ; and First, 6s. sep. est. W. Aulton. Harris, 
Middle-pavement, Nottingham ; on Monday next, or three following 
Mondays, 1! to 3, 

Bisnor, Matruew Epwin, & Epwarp SaerparD Gissinc, Wholesale Sta- 
tioners, 76 Cannon-st. West. First, 4s. 8d. joint est. ; and First, 4s. 1d. 

ra est. M. E. Bishop. Nicholson, 24 Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 11 


Pater, Henry, Linen Draper, High-st., Portsmouth. First, 6s, 8d. 
wards, 22 Basing sin hall-st.; Wednesday next, and three subsequent W Wel 
ays, 
TREDINNICK, Ricard, Mining Broker, 6 a or Second, 1s. 9d. 
Nicholson, 24 Basinghall-st.; any Tuesday, 
Warns, by ore HENRY, Licensed Victealler, ate First, 2s. 1d, 
2. 


aes and Should- 
Basinghall-st. ; Wede 
nesday next, and three juent Wednesdays, 11 to 2. 

Witsos, James, & Coin M‘CaLman, Ship Store Dealers, Liverpool, and 
Prince Edward’s Island. First, 2s. Turner, 53 South John-st.; any 
Wednesday, 11 to 2. 


CERTIFICATES, ~ 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
Turspay, June ey 1858, 


Dae, Joun vr Fi 
of 15 Lower Deaper, 
Barnetex, Hewny, Draper, 

Birmingham. 


formerly 


july 7, at 1a; E magn 
idan ! » At 103 
















—Ho eek. 5.5 ear oe 


e 


2 oF oe 


nok piiaen 2 ay Fol mBoE-F EE 


PPP et eee et eee ee 

















June 19,1858, THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 


695 











Couns, Francis, Jeweller, 8 Lower Ashby-st., Clerkenwell. July 7, at 
1.30; Basinghall-st. Py 

FoRMAN, nl Confectioner, Boston. July 27, at 10.30; Shire-hall, 
ain. 

se, josePH, Stone Merchants, Kenidge, Prestbury, Cheshire (in co- 
partnership with Samuel Green). July 6, at 12; Manchester. 

Hagrison, WiLt1AM, Ship Chandler, North Shields. July , at 12.30; 
Royal-arcade, Ne le-upon- Tyne. 

Tuomas, Grocer, Rochdale. July 6, at 12; Manchester. 

Jackson, Perer, & James Vatsstere, Brace, Belt, and Garter Manufac- 
turers, 76 Aldermanbury. July 6, at 1; Basinghall-st. 

MEacHEN, Matcotm, Cork Manufacturer, Liverpool. July 7, at 11; Li- 
vei 


rpool. 
IN, FREDERICK WILLIAM, Tobacconist, now at 131 Fleet-st., late of 25 
te-st. July 7,at 1; Basinghall-st. 

Oak, WittiaM Coventry, & Cuartes Hastines Snow, Bankers, Bland- 
ford Forum, Dorset. June 12, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Pamtirs, ANDREW, Licensed Victualler, House of Commons Inn, Hill’s- 
road, Cambridge. July 8, at 11; Basinghall-st. 

Pripcron, Freperick, Corn and Bran Merchant, King’s Lynn. July 6, at 

12; Basinghall-st. 

RepMAYNE, Matruew, Butcher, Hulme. July 7, at 12; Manchester. 

RipspaLe, Tuomas, Grocer, 21.Bradley-ter., Wandsworth-rd. July 6, at 1; 
Basinghall-st. 

Ste, Joun, Mannfacturer of Hosiery, Loughborough. July 13, at 10.30; 
Shire-hall, Nottingham. 

Tompson, THomas, Builder, Maidstone, July 7, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Wetpon, WiLtnaM, Haberdasher, Sleaford. July 6, at 10.30; Shire-hall, 
Nottingham. 

Wueeter, Wittiam, & Ricnarp Wueeter, Corn Merchants, Broadway, 
Evesham. July 16, at 10; Birmingham. 

a ALEXANDER, Saddler, Birmingham. July 16, at 10; Birm- 


Fray, June 18, 1858. 


Britsy, Taomas, Farmer, Dowry, Saddleworth, Yorkshire. July 16, at 12; 
Manchester. 

Brown, HENRY, Ship Owner, Washington-ter., North Shields. July 13, at 
12.30; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon- Tyne. 

Brown, Joun, & Grorce WiLLiaMs Morzis, Contractors for Public Works, 
Chatham, Rochester, & Gillingham. July 13, at 12; Basinghall-st. 

Carrry, Henry Joun, Linen Draper, Farnham, Surrey. July 9, at 1.30; 
Basinghall-st. 

EvessHED, Tuomas, & CuaRLes BENJAMIN WHITCOMB, Soap Manufacturers, 

. duly 9, at 1.30; Basinghall-st., on applon. of T. Evershed. 
Fioop, Micuaet, Boot & Shoe Maker, Liverpool. July 12, at 11; Liver- 


Norratt, Henry, & James Nurratt, Flannel M: 
July 9, at 12; Manchester. 

Owens, JONATHAN, Assistant Overseer, Wrexham, Denbighshire; James 
Jones, Skinner, late of Portechei, Isie of Man, now of Wrexham; and 
amMEs JonEs, Skinner, Salop-rd., Wrexham; carrying on business at 
fea’ as Fellmongers (Trustees ot Evan Morris). July 9, at 11; 

‘erpool. 
Lat Henry, Woollen Draper, Chelmsford. July 10, at 12; Basing- 


PRachdal 





facty rers, 


“st. 

Sore, Epwin, of 7 West-pl., Islington-green, & ZecHartAn Groom, of 
6 Lucan-pl., Hoxton, Builders, ‘Ridley-rd., Dalston. July 12, at 12; Ba- 
singhall-st. 

To be DELIVERED, unless APPEAL be duly entered. 
TuEspayY, June 15, 1858. 
pean, Apo.paus, Printseller, Beaufort-bldgs., Strand. June 4, 2nd 


Apaon, Henry, Baker, 7 St. John-st., Clerkenwell. June 11, 3rd class. 


Banvogrr, Wut1am, & Jonn Picarp, Corn Factors, Mark-lane-chambers, 
Mark-lane, and Old Corn Exchange, Mark-lane. June 7, Ist class, to 
Ww. tt, to be suspended for 3 mos. ; and Ist class to J. Picard. 


Bexwetr, Georer, Outfitter, 100 Whitechapel. June 8, 2nd class. 
ae, Georce WitL1aM, Draper, Eastbourne, Sussex. June 4, Ist 


Bishop, Matruew Epwin, & Epwarp SaerrarD Gissina, Wholesale 
Stationers, 76 Cannon-st. West. June 3, Ist class. 

Bamces, Hansard Jackson, Brewer, Vauxhall Brewery, Wandsworth-rd., 
and Stowmarket. June 9, 2nd class. 

Broapsriper, Epwarp, Upholsterer, 37, 38, and 39 Ship-st., Brighton. 
June 10, 2nd class. 

Bunton, Jon, Hotel Keeper, King’s _ June 9, 2nd class. 

ee Francis MeRepiTH, Lace ufacturer, Nottingham. June 8, 

class. 

Coox, Gzorcr Kenincaue, & Joun Epwin Gairrix, Auctioneers, Colches- 
ter, and Stratford St. Mary. June 11, 2nd class. 

1g page Rag & Shoddy Dealer, Batley Carr, Dewsbury. June 7, 

sic’ ¢ 
Fister; Samugt, Veterinary Surgeon, Stamford. June 8, 3rd class. 
FREEMAN, JoserPH, Wool Top Maker, Bradford, and Kildwick. June 7, 3rd 


Cuartzs, Carpenter, 22 Great Winchester-sq., and 12 Lower 
Homerton-ter. June 4, 3rd class. bic 
Laca, Srepuen, Shipwright, Liverpool. June 9, 2nd class. 
Mivcnett, Ropert, Edge Tool Manufacturer, Sheffield. May 29, 3rd class. 
Tea » Reading. June 9, 1st class, 
Rosgrrs, Davip, & WittiaM JAMES Hanson, Worsted Spinner, Halifax. 
. class, to W. J. Hanson. 
4B, Joun, Licensed Victualler, 16 Upper Belgraye-pl., Pimlico, and late 
we Holles-st., Clare Market. June 4, 2nd class. 
‘AtTEusToN, Josera, & James WATERSTON, Smiths, Low Elswick, New- 
Wah upon-Tyne (Waterston Brothers). June 10, 2nd class. 
fare, CHARLES, Poulterer, Willingale Spain, Essex. June 8, 3rd class; 
were Suspended for 12 mos, 
HitwortH, Joseru, & BaxsJaMin Wartwortn, Blanket Manufacturers, 
vewsvury-moor, near Dewsbury. May 28, 3rd class, 


Fawar, June 18, 1858. 


‘Bows, Martmew, & Jom Brown, Woolstaplers, Bradford. June 8, 3rd 
APRA. Browns and ard class to J. Brown, subject to & suspension of 





Crompton, WiLL14M, Licensed Victualler, Kingston-upon-Hull. June 9, 
3rd class. 

Dunton, Josern, Cattle and Sheep Salesman, Hoddesdon, Herts. June 11, 
2nd class. 

Hit, Asranam, & Tuomas Hitt, Stone Merchants, Heaton Quarries, 
Bradford. June 8, 3rd class, subject to a suspension of 12 calendar mos. 

Hitt, JeRemtan, Railway Contractor, Quidhampton, Salisbury. June 7, 

rd class. 

Scorr, Georee, Wharfinger, Moor-wharf, Uxbridge. 
to be suspended for 6 mos, 

SKeLTon, Henry, Jonn Hitt, & Ropoten Steinmann, Commission Mer- 
chants, Liverpool, and Kingston-upon-Hull. June 12, 2nd class to R. 
Steinmann ; and 2nd class to H. Skelton and J. Hill, subject to a suspen- 
sion of 2 years, without protection for 12 mos. 

Sprtter, Henny, Brick Merchant, St. John’s-wood-ter., Regent’s-park. 
June 9, 3rd elass, to be suspended for 12 mos. 

ToMKINSON, RicHarD Cyp.es, jun., Stationer, Birmingham. June 11, Ist 
class. 

Witkrxs, Henry Ropert, Draper, West Bromwich. June 11, 2nd class. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolbed. 


Tusspay, June 15, 1858. 


June 9, 3rd class, 


Davies, Caartes, jun., & Wittiam Hickman, Attorneys-at-Law and Soli- 
tors, Southampton ; by mutual consent.—June 1. 


Fripay, June 18, 1858. 


Evans, Caartes, & Caartes Matrnew Ciope, Attorneys and Solicitors, 
2 Gray’s-inn-sq.. By mutual consent; debts paid and received by C. 
Eyans, 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Turspax, June 15, 1858. 


Baitey, Witt1aM, Coal Merchant, Newbury, Berks. May 18. Trustee, W. 
E, Pickwiek, Esq., Bathford, Somersetshire. Creditors to execute before 
Aug. 18. Sol. Barnes, Lamborne, Berks. 

Carrer, James, Grocer, Hadleigh, Essex. June 7. Trustees, W. Mott, 
Grocer, 46 High-st., Whitechapel ; J. Pavitt. Battle-bridge, Essex. Cre- 
ditors to execute before Sept. 7. Sol. Woodhead, 106 Fenchurch-st. 

Sarr, Wittiam, Farmer, Partney, Lincolnshire. May 19.- Trustees, R. 
Handson, Farmer, Manor-bouse, Driby, near Alford; T. Andrew, Cattle 
Dealer, Partney. Creditors to execute before Sept. 30. Bean, 
Boston. 

WIicuTMan, James, Innkeeper, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. - May 22. Trustees, 
W. Laws, Agent, and Agent, Manchester, Ratcliffe, both of Newcastle- 
pm Reba Creditors to execute before Aug. 22. Sols. Hodge & Harle, 

ellington-pl., Pilgrim-st., Newcastle-upoa-Tyne. 

Witi14Ms, Henry, Umbrella and Parasol Maker, 44 Ludgate-hill. Trustees, 
H. Soper, Silk Manufacturer, 32 Spital-sq.; F. Dennant, Warehouseman, 
Aldermanbury. Sols. Mason & Sturt, 7 Gresham-st. 


Farpay, June 18, 1858. 


Brrertey, WILLIAM, James Puatrs Briertey, & Jonn Brrercey, Iron- 
founders, Cleckheaton, Birstal, Yorkshire. May 26. Trustees, D. Harwood, 
Share Broker, Dewsbury; J. Worsnop, Painter, Cleckheaton. Creditors 
to execute before June 26. Sol. Jackson, Cleckheaton. 

Jones, Rosert, Draper, High-st., Bangor. May 31. Trustees, T. Q. Ro- 
berts, Woollen Draper, Eastgate-row, Chester; W. Evans, Gent., Frondeg, 
Bangor. Sols. Roberts, Barber & Hughes, Bangor. 

Kink, Josep, Wood Turner, Woolpack-lane, Nottingham. May 25. Zrus- 
tees, J. Barwick, Victualler, Nottingham; W. Bull, Bat Manufacturer, 
Nottingham. Creditors to execute before July 25. Sol. Smith, High-st., 
Nottingham. 

NEWMAN, WILt1Am SaLmon, Farmer, Winterton, Norfolk. May 27. Trustees, 
H. G. Nelson, Esq., East Somerton; 8. W. Spelman, Estate Agent, Great 
Yarmouth. Creditors to execute before Aug. 27. Indenture lies at the 
office of Spelman & Sons, Great Yarmouth. 

Rosinson, Georce, Cord Manufacturer, Sheepridge, near Huddersfield. 
May 27. Trustees, C. Hirst, Woolstapler, Huddersfield; W. W. Green- 
wood, Woolstapler, Huddersfield; S. W. Haigh, Cotton Spinner, Colne- 
bridge: W. H. Johnson, Manufacturer, Deighton. Sol. Sykes, Market- 
walk, Huddersfield. 

STANLEY, Joun, Printer, Sidbury, Worcestershire. May 26. Trustees, A. 
Gibbs, Grocer, Great Malvern; E. Morgan, Stationer, 103 Cheapside. 
Creditors to execute before July 26. Sol. Hill, Broad-st., Worcester. 

Watson, Tomas, Paper Manufacturer, Bollam, Clarborough, Notts. May 
21. Trustees, |. H. Waddington, Paper Manufacturer, Ordsall, Notts ; 
J. Merryweather, Draper, East Retford ; G. Burden, Gent., East Retford. 
Creditors to execute before Aug. 2. Sol. Newton, East Retford. 

Wiut.tams, Joun, Grocer, Coleford, Gloucestershire. May 10. Trustees, C. 
Clark, Wholesale Grocer, Gloucester; A. Evans, Grocer, Monmouth. 
Creditors to execute before June 18. Sel. Wanklyn, Monmouth. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Turspay, June 15, 1858. 


Bocxert, Lovisa Amy, Denmark-hill, Camberwell (who died in April, 
1858). Bockett v. Bockett, V. C. Kindersley. ast Day for Proof, 
July 10. 

Cana Tomas, Esq., Ardwick, Lancashire, and of Bolesworth Castle, 
Cheshire (who died in Feb., 1856). Morley v. Tunstall, M. R. Last Day 
Jor Prog, July 12. 

Hattam, James, Esq., Marsden Hall, Lancashire (who died in May, 1857). 
Re Hallam's Estate, Hallam v. Stansfield, M.R. Last Day for Progy, 
duly 12. 

mado Cnartss, Clothier, East Retford (who died in June, 1857). 
Tomassin v. Marsh, V. C. Wood. Last Day for Proof, July 13. 

Saprery, Mary Any, Widow, 24 Dalby-ter., City-rd. (who died in Mar., 
1854). . Re Saffery’s Estate, M. R. Last Day for Proof, July 12. 

Tuomas, Jacos, Esq., Bedford-pl., Clapham-rise, Surrey (who died on 
Feb, 6, 1845). M.R. Last Day for Proof, July 10. 

Fripar, June 18, 1858. 

ABRAHAMS, Lewis, Pickle Manufacturer, 18 Princes-st*, Spitalfields (who 
died on Nov, 12, 1857). Re Abrahams’ Estate, Champion v. Abrahams, 
V. C. Wood. Last Day for Prog, July 5, 
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BaNNISTER, ANDERTON, Yeoman, Chorley (who died in Mar., 1857). An- 
derton v. Anderton. Last Day for Proof, July 3, at the office of the 
District Registrar, 6 Camden-pl.. Preston. 

Ciayton, WitttaMm, Butcher, Sheffield. Re Clayton’s Estate, Raworth v. 
Clayton, V.C. Wood. Last day for Proof, July 13. 

Danear, James, Blind Maker, Great Portland-st. (who died in June, 1853). 
Dangar v. Williams, V. C. Wood. Last Day for Proof, July 3. 

Evans, Owen, Farmer, Rhydyfelin, Lianbadarnfaur, Cardiganshire (who 
died on Sep. 21, 1839).- Re Evans's Estate, Pugh v. Evans, V. C. Stuart. 
Last Day for Proof, July 8. 

Leceatt, SAMUEL, Clerk, Portsmouth (who died in Mar., 1845). Re Leg- 
gatt, Leggatt ». Bethune, M. R. Last Day for » July 1. 

LovELAND, WiLLIAM, Polygon, Clapham (who died on Mar. 1, 1858). Re 

§i Loveland’s Estate, Loveland v. Skinner, M. R. Last Day for Proof, July 9. 

Osnorve, Evizaseta, Widow, Shirehampton, Westbury-upon-Trym, Glou- 
cestershire (who died in Oct., 1846). Gavin v. Osborne, V. C. Stuart. 
Last Day for Proof, July 13. 

Porrer, Witttam, Gent., er (who oor A Jan., 1857). Re 
Porter, V. C. Kindersley. Last Day for Proof, Jul 

Reeve, Tuomas, a person of unsound mind, tame Se Gray’s-inn-lane, 
and late of High-st., Kingsland, now of Northumberland-house, Stoke 
Newington. Last Day f ‘or Proof, July 10, at Masters in Lunacy’s office, 
45 Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 

Riese, Tuomas Howarp, Perfumer, Cheapside (who died ha Dec., 1845). 
Riddell v. Arter, V. C. Wood. Last Day for Proof, July 5 

Sex, Epwarp, Stockbroker, Upper Clapton (who =. ag May 18, 1857). 
Re Sex, V. C. Kindersley. Last Day for Proof, July 

Titpen, Tuomas, Esq., formerly of Southfleet, Kent. Sa of New 
Zealand (who died on Aug. 15, 1854), Tilden v. Hill, V. C. Stuart. Last 
Day for Proof, July 17. 

Wutrmarsn, Francts, Esq., 52 Gower-st., Bedford-sq. (who died on Nov. 
28, 1857). Re Whitmarsh’s Estate, Francis v. Whitmarsh, V. C. Stuart. 
Last Day for Proof, July 17. 

Witson, Josern Rapcwirre, Stockton-upon-Tees (who died in Feb., 1858). 
Wilson v. Wilson, V. C. Kindersley. Last Day for Proof, July 20. 


@inding-up of Joint Stock Compantes. 
TuesDayY, June 15, 1858, 
UNLIMITED, IN CHANCERY. 


Cwmprte Rock & Green Lake Copper Mininc Company.—V. C. Wood 
has peremptorily ordered that a call of ten shillings per share be made 
on all the contributories of this Company; and that each contributory, 

{ on or before Feb. 24, pay the same to Robert Palmer Harding, the Official 
Manager, at his Office, 5 Serle-st., Lincoln’s-inn. 

Great CaMBRIAN Mininc & Quarryinc Company. — V. C. Wood has 
peremptorily ordered that a call of three shillings and sixpence per share 
be made on all the contributories of this Company; and that each 
contributory, on or before June 18, pay the same to Robert Palmer Hard- 
ing, the cial Manager, at his Office, 5 Serle-st., Linc oln’s-inn. 

Wriam Sream Fvet Company.—The Master of the Rolls, on June 8, ap- 
pointed Thomas Robert Preston, 26 Austin-friars, Shipping & Insurance 
Agent, to be Official Manager. 


Fripay, June 18, 1858. 
UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 


GRAVESEND FREEHOLD InvEsTMENT ComPany.--A Petition for the disso- 
lution and winding-up of this Company was, on 12th June, presented to 
the Lord Chancellor by John Armstrong, which will be heard before 
V. C. Wood, on 26th June.— Thos. H , Solicitor for the Petitioner, 
46 Parliament-st., Westminster. 

GRAVESEND FREEHOLD INvestmENT Company.—A Petition for the disso- 
lution and winding-up of this Company was, on 15th June, presented to 
the Lord Chancellor by John Eyre Holt, Esq., of Woodhill-house, Gran- 
tham, which will be heard before V. C. Wood, on June 26.—Matthews & 
Son, Solicitors for the Petitioners, 2 Arthur-st. West. 

TREVENA Mininc Company.—The Master of the Rolls will proceed, on 
June 24, at 12, at his Chambers, to settle the list of Contributories. 


Linen, in BANKRUPTCY. 


Leicester Spinntne Company (LimiveD).—Mr. Registrar Waterfield, in 
the absence of Mr. Com. Balguy, will proceed, on July 9, at 12, at the 
Three Crowns-inn, Leicester, to settle the list of Contributories. 


Scotch Sequestrations. 
Tuespay, June 15, 1858. 


CampBeLt, DonaLp, Grain and Provision Merchant, Glasgow. June 22, at 
12; Globe-hotel, Queen-st., Glasgow. Seg. June 8. 

Canistiz, GeorcE, Grocer, George-st., Aberdeen. June 19, at 10; Royal- 
hotel, Union-st., Aberdeen. Seg. June 9. 

Gattoway, James (Galloway & Lumsden), Mason, Glasgow. June 21, at 
12; Faculty-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seq. June 10. 

Rice, ALEXANDER, Miner, New Cumnock, WILLIAM ALEXANDER, Miner, 
residing at Hurlford, and Joun Fauxps, Tailor, residing at Crookedholm. 
carrying on business at Bank, New. Cumnock, as Coal Masters (A. Rigg 
& Co.) June 22, at 1; Black Bull-inn, Kilmarnock. Seq. June 9. 

Suita, Davip, & Witttam Ssrrn, Grocers and Spirit Dealers, 20 Lauriston- 
st. and 14 South St. James-st., Edinburgh. June 18, at 3; Dowell’s and 
Lyon’s Rooms, 18 George-st., Edinburgh. Seg. June 11. 

Went, Tuomas, late of Stratford, near London, now residing at: Fort Wil- 
liam, Inverness-shire. June 19, at 1; Caledonian-hotel, Fort William. 
Seq. June 11. 

Faiway, June 18, 1858. 


CarmicHaEL, Ducarp (D. & N. Carmichael), Engineers, Based of 
Irvine. June 25, at 1; King’s-arms-inn, Irvine. Seg. June 

Courrs, Davin, Grocer, *Windmillbrae, Aberdeen. June 26, 7; Ts ; Lemon- 
tree-tavern, Aberdeen. Seq. June 16. 


Crseemne, big (canioest ® Gad, 3 aisha Brokers. 
lasgow reenoc! une at 12; Queen’s-hotel, George-sq. 
Glasgow. Seq. May 31. : rb See a 











Donn, James, Merchant, — co. Roxburgh. June 25, at iy as Cross- 
keys-hotel, Kelso. Seg. J 

FLEMINGTON, JOHN. Surthont. ¢ Glasgom, decease June 22, at 12; Faculty. 
hall, St. George’s-pl., Glasgow. Seq. June 1 

Grassicx, JOHN Stuart, Farmer, Mains of Glenbucket, Strathdon, Aber- 
deenshire. June 28, at 12; Royal- hotel, Union-st., Aberdeen. Seg. 
June ll. 

Kine, Tuomas, residing at Windmill-hill, near ay lg and Joun Hex. 
DERSON, at Sunnyside, near Coathi Masters, Parkhead. 
Colliery, Dalziel, and Glasgow. June 25, at 12; Pecelty-hally St. George's. 
pl., Glasgow. Seq. June 15. 

M Rag, Roperick, Coach Builder, Elgin, deceased. June 29, at 12; Gor. 
den Arms-hotel, Elgin. Seg, June 14. 


i. a 


O ARTICLED CLERKS.—PREPARATION for 
EXAMINATION conducted by two Brothers, edge, yf managing 
offered are peculiarly great, from the circumstance that the — 
imparted is derived from their actual practice and daily experience 
large businesses. 
For particulars, apply by letter to J. A. M., Mr. Showler’s, Law Sta- 
tioner, Cursitor-street, Chancery-lane, W. C. 














LONDON AND PROVINCIAL 
LAW ASSURANCE SOCIETY, 


21, FLEET-STREET, LONDON, E. C. 
CAPITAL, ONE MILLION. 


Georce M. Butt, Esq., Q.C., Chairman. 
H. S. Law, Esq., Bush-lane, London, Deputy-Chairman. 


BONUS. 
yee atte of the Profits divided amongst the Assured every Five 
Persons insured two years, dying before the Division, share in Profits. 
The Bonus has averaged very nearly £2 per cent. per annum on the 
sum assured, and 46 per cent, on the Premiums paid. 
Bonvsks DECLARED UPON POLICIES WHICH HAD BEEN IN FORCE 10 YEARs 
UPON 3lst DECEMBER, 1855. 














Bonus added Per cent. 
Age when) som Assured, | Premium toSum | on the Pre- 
3 ~~ Assured. mium paid. 
£ £ wd. £ 
25 1000 226 13 4 149 65.7 
30 1000 253 18 4 153 60.5 
40 1000 328 15 0 170 51.7 
50 1000 452 10 0 191 44.6 
55 1000 547 +11 8 210 38.4 
60 1000 681 13 4 247 36.2 

















Policies effected with Profits before the Slst of December, 
858, will be entitled to Participate in the next Bonus. 
Prospectuses and all further information may be had at the Office. 
ARCHIBALD DAY, Actuary and Secretary. 





HE ROYAL EXCHANGE ASSURANCE. 
Incorporated a. D. 1720, by Charter of King George the First, and 
confirmed by Special Acts of Parliament. 
Chief Office, Royal Exchange, London; Branch, 29, Pall Mall. 
OCTAVIUS WIGRAM, Ese.—Governor. 
GEORGE PEARKES BARCLAY, Ese.—Sub-Governor. 
SIR JOHN WILLIAM LUBBOCK, Barr.—Deputy-Governor. 
Fire, Lirz, and Marine AssurANcEs may be effected with this Corpora- 
tion on advantageous terms. 


Life Assurances are granted with, or without, participation in Profits; in 
the latter case at reduced rates of Premium. 

Any sum not exceeding £15,000 may be assured on the same Life. 

The Reversionary Bonus on British Policies has averaged 48 per cent. 
upon the Premiums paid, or very nearly 2 per cent. per annum upon the 
sum assured. 

The future divisions of Profit will take place every Five Years. 

The Expenses of Management, being divided between the different 
branches, are spread over a larger amount of business than that transacted 
by any came office. ‘The charge upon each Policy is thereby so much 

t for the magnitude of the Bonus which, has been 
declared, Sod to ctbed « prababay that a colle rate will be 


at future divisions. 
tion caps 


This Corporation affords to the Assured a liberal pa’ 
with exemption under Royal Charter from the liabilities 
rate of Benes 5 oneal to the average returns of Mutual Societies, 
fforded by them, of a large invested Capital Sick 








advantages ri modern practice, with the mo od of an Office whow 
So aa have been tested by the experience of 


nearly a century and @ 
JOHN A. HIGHAM, Actuary and Secretary. 
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‘SusscRIBeRs’ COPIES CAN BE BOUND ON THE FOLLOWING 
-) germs:—Tue JOURNAL anp .REPORTER, 1 sepa- 

RATE VOLUMES, CLOTH, 2s. 6d. PER VOLUME; HALF CALF, 

4s.'6d,'PER VOLUME. CLOTH COVERS FOR BINDING CAN BE 

\, SUPPLIED aT ls. 3d..EACH. THE TWO SENT FREE BY POST 
_,8OR'36 STAMPS. READING CASES TO HOLD THE NUMBERS 
FOR A YEAR ARE NOW READY, 3s. 6d. EACH.—ORDERS 

_ 20 BE SENT TO THE PUBLISHER. 

A COMPLETE INDEX OF THE CURRENT VOLUME 18 NOW 
OPEN FOR REFERENCE, AT THE PUBLISHING OFFICE, 

_ FREE OF CHARGE. THE INDEX WILL BE REGULARLY 

“MADE UP AS EACH SUCCESSIVE NUMBER ABPEARS. 

We cannot notice any communication unless accompanied by the 
name and address of the writer. 

Advertisements can be received at the Office until six o'clock on 
Friday evening. 

Numerous complaints having been made by gentlemen who have 
either had great difficulty in procuring the SouicitoRs’ JoUR- 
NAL, or to whom tt has been supplied very irregularly, we beg to 
inform our readers and the Profession, that it is published at 7 
o'clock on Saturday morning, and may usually be procured by 
the News Agents at that hour. Our own provincial Subscribers 
are supplied by the morning mails, and the town delivery is com- 

in the course of the ing. Itis particularly requested, 
therefore, that. complaints referring to irregularities uf’ this 
kind may be forwarded to the Publisher, and, in case they should 
continue, he will be happy to forward the Journal direct from 
the Office. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL, 


aes 
LONDON, JUNE 26, 1858. 











MEASURES AND PROMISES OF THE LORD 
CHANCELLOR. 

The systematic exclusion from commissions of the 
of solicitors of capacity and reputation has often 
en insisted upon atthe meetings of the Metropolitan 
and Provincial Law Association, and on other occasions, 
as one of the most prominent grievances under which 
the profession suffered. The antecedent probability that 
such men would make good magistrates was so strong, 
and the evidence of their qualifications for the office was 
so indisputable, that it seemed a strange blindness and 
perversity in.successive holders of the Great Seal to deny 
all recognition of their just claims. We are happy to 
observe that the present Government has taken the 
earliest. opportunity of distinguishing itself in this 
respect from its predecessors, and of establishing a cha- 
racter for ae ge liberality and superiority to ancient 
prejudice. We have frequently insisted upon the im- 
portance to society of the duties confided to solicitors, 
and _ the expediency of enhancing in public estima- 
tion character of a body of men employed in the 
most delicate and difficult affairs of life. To exclude a 
solicitor, on account of his profession, from an honour- 
able office for which, his education and habits of mind 
rendered him peculiarly fit, was, in effect, to brand the 
members of that profession as incapable of administering 
impartial ang This was only one instance among 
many of that curious inconsistency by which men who 
trust the individual solicitor with their dearest private 
interests, profess and act upon the opinion that the body 
of.solicitors are insensible of public duty, and deserve, 
in general, to be viewed with suspicion and hostility by 
all other classes. But although the broad rule of many 
successive Governments, that solicitors were unfit to be- 
come magistrates, would probably have been approved 
ra portion of Englishmen who are bound by 
d of long-standing prejudice, the wisdom of 
the exclusion was perpetually impugned by the selection 
‘0. solicitors for mayors of the towns in which they 
Practised. The public voice in effect said that solicitors 
ae were not to be trusted in the magistracy, but 
Mr.A.B., unlike his brethren, was eminently deserv- 


“dng of that mark of his fellow-townsmen’s confidence. It 
“reo No, 78. ae ' 
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is obvious that, if the character of a solicitor were once 
admitted to be equal to that-of other candidates. for the 
bench, his knowledge of business and of.the law must 
place him above almost all competitors. Acoednagy 
we have seen solicitors elected and re-elected to the chi 
magistracy of many towns, until the number of exce 
tions became so large as to shake the authority of 
rule, which has at length been abrogated by a Chancellor 
preening both the inclination and the power to gain a 
egitimate popularity among solicitors. 

The most recent appointments of solicitors to the 
magisterial bench have been made at Liverpool, and the 
Law Society of that town has taken care to testify its 
satisfaction at the course pursued by Government. It 
will be seen, by reference to another column, that the 
Liverpool Law Society addresses itself to the Duke of 
Montrose as Chancellor of the Duchy of Lancaster, and 
not to the Lord Chancellor. But these instances my 
be fairly taken to indicate a general policy for whi 
the whole Government, and especially the Lord Chan- 
cellor, deserve the gratitude of all solicitors. There is 
much, too, in the conduct of Lord Chelmsford, as head 
of the Court of Chancery, that demands our approba- 
tion, and leads us to hope that obvious and long- 
delayed improvements may be now conceded. {It 
appears from a debate in the House of Lords on Tues- 
day evening that the Chancellor has taken a good deal 
of pains to inquire into a grievance alleged on a former 
occasion by Lord Lifford; and, with the assistance of 
Lord St. Leonards, he has made a careful examination 
into the working of the chief clerks’ offices. We would 
venture to suggest that this investigation might have 
been made much more complete and satisfactory if some 
solicitors well versed in Chancery practice had been 
invited to give their opinions upon the state of business 
in the various offices of the Court. The courteous 
attention of Lord Chelmsford to some representations 
which have been addressed to him leads us to think this 
suggestion of applying for information to solicitors not 
quite so extravagant as it might have appeared under 
other holders of the Great Seal. We will venture to 
affirm, that if the Lord Chancellor and Lord St. 
Leonards will apply to the Incorporated Law Society 
for advice and information, and will, after due delibera- — 
tion, act upon the proposals that may be brought before 
them, the reform of the Court of Chancery will be 
completed, and the Conservative party will have to 
boast that it has finished the edifice of which the legis- 
lative foundations were laid when it was last in office. 

But it certainly will not satisfy us to be told that Lord 
St. Leonards has called the chief clerks before him, and 
finds from his examination of them that they have 
as much work upon their hands as they can get through. 
Nobody denies their diligence or their competency; but 
if the question be whether eight chief clerks are enough 
to despatch, with due speed and caution, all the business 
that comes before them, it is no answer at all to say 
that the eight clerks referred to are most capable and 
industrious men, and that they have as much laid upon 
them as they can perform. We do not doubt that if a 
similar investigation had been made into the workin 
of the Taxing Masters’ office, we should hear that Lo 
St. Leonards was convinced of the competence, the 
diligence, and the excellent arrangements of that esta- 
blishment. But a correspondent of the Daily News states 
that, on the 22nd inst., he applied for an appointment to 
tax some costs, and the earliest day he could obtain .was 
the 2nd August; and we believe that the experience of 
our readers has been pretty much the same for a: con- 
siderable time past. Of late, too, Mr. Follett, one of 
the taxing masters, has been appointed a commissioner 
to settle the proctorial compensations, which promises 
to bé no slight task, and must of course diminish -the 
time he can devote to his regular duties.. We really 
do not see how there can be any reasonable doubt that 
more taxing masters ought to be appointed, and that, 

delayed, 


until this be done, the progress of suits will be 
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and the old denunciations of the Court will be repeated 
in Parliament and by the press. But further, Lord St. 
Leonards very rightly says, that under the system 
introduced in 1852, no person was to be allowed to act 
as judge, but only the judges themselves. In that year, 
ten masters were superseded, except for temporary pur- 
poses, and no Shear addition was made to the 
staff of judges. Was it likely then that four judges 
would be found sufficient for the proper “discharge, in 
court and chambers, of all the duties that legislation 
has cast upon them; or would any unofficial person, 
acquainted with the subject, express to noble and learned 
inquirers his satisfaction with the existing state of 
things? And yet the judges are all competent and 
industrious, and they all do a very fair amount of work; 
which we suppose would have been the sole result 
arrived at by the Chancellor and Lord St. Leonards, if 
they had thought fit to make an investigation, and 
which we think is nothing to the purpose of alleged 
defects and delays in Chancery. 


We pongratauate the profession. in both branches 
upon the admission made by Lord St. Leonards, of the 
Necessity which exists for building new courts and 
offices for the Chancery judges and their clerks. It has 
been usually considered by such practitioners as thought 
about it, that the atmosphere of the courts of equity 
was neither pleasant nor healthful; but now by contrast 
with the poisonous exhalations of Westminster, Lincoln’s- 
inn will come to be regarded as redolent only of life and 
fragrance. Happily for their clients’ interests, lawyers 
are usually little troubled by sanitary alarms. Lord 
Campbell, one day this week, having called for medical 
proof that the air of the court was injurious to life, 
coolly stated that, if the counsel and jury were ready to 
go on with the case, he also would brave the terrors of 
the reeking Thames. Probably he ran no great risk, for 
we should think that no blast, either from the coldest 
east or from the foulest sewer, could affect a constitu- 
tion which, for half a century or more, has been tried 
by all the perversities of ventilation which distinguish 
our nisi prius courts. No man is very likely to at- 
tain judicial eminence unless he possesses a frame supe- 
rior to these influences, and, consequently, little sal 
thy with those less hardy. It is, therefore, satisfactory 
to hear Lord St. Leonards complaining of “ unsuitable 
chambers,” and Lord Cranworth demanding “an airy 
comfortable court.” The Lord Chancellor, being bound 
to use ministerial caution, has not committed himself to 
the principle that a court or office of justice should be 
convenient and well-ventilated. But we think that the 
Incorporated Law router may proceed, with great hope 
Of success, to submit to the Goverriment a comprehensive 


scheme for the erection of a great judicial edifice. Cour- 
teous attention they would certainly obtain from the 
resent Chancellor, and as even Lord Cranworth has 
eclared that improvements in procedure are not somuch 
legislative as mechanical, it is certain that ministers, if 
they mean to keep a-head of their political rivals, must 


soon propose that greatest of all law reforms—a concen- 
tration of all the courts and offices under a single roof. 


- 
> 


THE PARTNERSHIP REGISTRATION BILL. 


The result of the debate in the House of Commons 
on Lord Goderich’s Bill for the general registration of 
nerships has been, to elicit a pledge from Mr. 
nley that the subject shall be referred to a select 
committee next session. Notwithstanding the very 
— support which the Bill has received from the 
eading chambers of commerce throughout the country, 
its advocates could hardly have expected for it a more 
favourable reception. Admitting the existence of the 
evils which are adduced as the reason for the proposed 
enactment, it needs but a very cursory at its 
visions to raise the i that it would introduce 
into the mercantile world others of a still graver cha- 


Y 








racter, without removing those which are now com- 
plained of; and the objection, we fear, lies = not 
only the details, but the very principle of the Bill, 
he main groutids relied on for the interference of 
the Legislature are the admitted facts, that, in the pre- 
sent state of the law, many persons rticipate in the 
rofits of trade, who, by reason of their concealment, 
ab not share in its risks; and that traders frequently 
ive credit to firms without knowing to whom th 
ave a right to look for payment. A remedy for both 
these hk t is i might be found in the simple 
provision, that the name of every bartels in a 
should be published to the world. e plan seems so 
easy and tual, that we are not ised at its 
favourably entertained by the mercantile community, 
There needs little consideration, however, to discover that. 
in reality, it would not be so. At — there are 
numbers of people in this country who, to all intents 
and purposes, keg in the profits of business, with- 
out bein legally partners or in any way liable to cre- 
ditors. ere are many others, of whom our ablest 
lawyers. could hardly say whether they are partners or 
not. Both these classes have of late years been con- 
siderably enlarged by the repeal of the Ch laws. 
Unless it is intended, contemporaneously with the pass- 
ing of an Act for the registration of partnerships, to 
change our whole law of partnership, it is evident that 
the effect would be still further to recruit the ranks of 
these quasi-partners, and thus to diminish the number of 
those who are liable to creditors. Many who are now 
willing to assume the liability of partners, but unwilli 
to publish to the world the fact that they are eng: 
in trade, would avail themselves of some of the contri- 
vances known to lawyers to evade a status that would 
bring them within the Act. There are many ways of 
directly participating in the profits of business, besides 
taking a specific portion of them in the manner neces- 
to constitute partnership, according to English law. 
o can doubt that all these existing methods, and 
some novel ones, would be resorted to by people 
who had any motive in concealing their 
in evading registration? But, then, it is 
registration would, at all events, put an end to 
systematic fraud of those who “obtain credit on 
strength of the supposition that they are backed 
others,” when in truth they are not. Would it? . 
systematic fraud so easily checkmated? Is’ it possible 
to protect, by any such expedient, those who are prone 
to give credit on the strength of a supposition? If 
registration were adopted to-morrow, what is to prevent 
such people from still imagining the existence of these 
monetary myths? In fact, the notion would be much 
more excusable then than it is now, inasmuch as there 
would in that case be an additional reason why 
supposed capitalists should object to ostensible’ part- 
nership. Lord Goderich does not propose that the 
register should be conclusive, or even prima facie 
evidence, as to the fact of partnership. The very 
same questions, therefore, that now arise as to the 
persons who in fact constitute a firm would still arise, 
under circumstances of increased complexity. It is not 
intended that a man should be liable as a member of 3 
firm because his name ai on the register as 4 
rtner; or that he shied avoid liabili his name 
id not so appear. No provision is made for the nume- 
rous class of cases in which parties differ amongst them- 
selves as to who are their co-partners and who are not. 
There would be nothing to prevent each one of them 
phe omar the firm in a different manner from all 
others. Such occurrences would probably not be ‘un- 
frequent, even were there no ifitention to do ; 
but would the afford no special facilities to 
Shunged clerk ffom sling haat tote a partace 
¢ m ing to be a 
any of our great city and registering hintelf 
ly? It never has that 
the duties of the registrar should be “otherwise 
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than purely ministerial. It would be absurd to 
suppose that the trar of births, deaths, and 
coin or any such official as is contemplated by 
the Bill, should have power to adjudicate between parties 
tontesting questions of partnership. But if he cannot 
exercise judicial functions, there is no alternative but that 
the register should be a record of whatever fraud or folly 
might choose to dictate. To make it of any value asa 
remedy for the evils which now exist, it should contain 
an absolutely reliable record; and as a first step to 
secure this, it would be necessary to alter our entire 
law of partnership, so as to ignore all riglits and lia- 
bilities of which there was no notice upon the register. 
Are our merchants and traders epee to go this 
length? Are they willing to run all the risks neces-: 
y incidental to such a system? If nobody is to 
4 liable for the engagements of a firm but those who 
or the time being are upon the register, it would be 
obviously a matter of prudence to examine its con- 
tents every time that one was about to give credit to 
the firm. On the other hand, if every person whose 
name was registered as a member of a firm was thereby 
rendered liable to its debts, common justice would 
require that his name should not be registered, in case 
he objected, unless upon a decision of a competent 
judicial authority. Therefore, either no one against his 
ill should be put upon the register, which would 
make it worthless as a record of existing partnerships, 
or else, every registrar must be a judge competent to 
decide not only upon the partnership rights or obli- 
gations of living parties, whether sui juris or not, and 
whether in England or abroad, but also as to the estates 
of deceased persons. This is evidently not the design of 
Lord Goderich and the chambers of commerce whose 
views he represetits. If it were, we should regard it as 
still more objectionable than the measure which has 
been brought forward. Both plans, however, are 
equally opposed to the spirit of modern legislation in 
'teference to commerce. If Lord Goderich’s Bill would 
be less oppressive in its operation, atid less formidable in 
its results, it would gain these advantages at the expense 
of any utility to which otherwise it might lay claim. 
Registration could only be useful so far as it afforded 
reliable information, and that could be obtained only 
through the medium of an expensive judicial staff, em- 
powered to enforce the provisions of the Act by ade- 
quate penalties. We are aware of no object to be gained 
which would justify so formidable a scheme as this. 


The truth is, that the present movement is only 
another instance where people ask Parliament to do for 
them what they could—much more effectively, certaink 

“ata cheaper rate—do for themselves. Mr. Cardwell 
inks that registration would prevent men of straw 

m obtaining undue credit. Mr. Baines is of opinion 
that it would enable any trader entering into a contract 
to discover, in every instance, with whom he was about 
to deal. Now, granting that both these objects would be 
much more completely attained than we have supposed, 
gould they not be gained just as well without the 
expensive and inquisitorial machinery suggested by 

Goderich ? Yo one expects to see the mercantile 
millennium, when men of straw will be no more; and as 
Yainly might we hope the time to come when they will 
Cease to obtain credit. There will always be traders 

“who will trust such men, and others who will not; and 
we doubt very much whether the intervention of the 
Tegistrars of births, deaths, and marriages, would have 
‘any material effect in altering the relative numbers of 
these two classes. Sensible men generally know with 
tert they are about to enter into contracts; where 
‘Mey do not, they are in the habit of making the in- 
u éss there is some reason why .they should re- 
doing so, and they are willing to undergo the 
“Wanless, the register waa such » judicial record es 
ve suggested, it is obvious that it might mislead 
Tather than inform, and a cautious man would still have 









to inquire of the parties themselves, exactly in the same 
manner as at present. 


We do not regret that the question is about to be 
referred to & select committee, as its discussion. cannot 
fail to prove useful ; but we venture to suggest that all 
that Lord Goderich proposes to effect by his Bill might 
be attained by a simple enactment, requiring: every 
firm to paint over its shop or office door the names of 
the persons purporting to constitute it. 


> 
Legal Wews. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
(Sittings in Banco.) 
Sandon v. Jervis.—June 17. 

When this case was called, the defendant had not a copy of 
the judge's notes. 

Mr. Justice ERtE said, that as the defendant had not ob- 
tained the notes the rule must be discharged. The attorney 
would be answerable to his client, who could sue him for his 
negligence. 

Mr. Serjt. Pigott, for the defendant, said, it would be com- 
plete ruin to his client, and he hoped the Court would think it 
sufficient if he were made to pay the costs of the day. 

Mr. Justice CRomPTON said, it would be a good punishment 
if an action was brought against the attorney. 

Mr. Serjt. Pigott said, that rather than have the rule dis- 
charged, his own ¢lerk should fetch the notes. 

While the clerk was gone, 

Mr. Justice ERLE suggested that it was 4 fit case for a stet 
processus. 

This not being acceded to, and the notes having in the mean- 
time arrived, the case proceeded. 





COURT OF COMMON PLEAS. 
(Sittings at Nisi Prius.) 
Cates v. Indemaur.—June 24. 

Mr. Overend, Q.°C., and Mr. J. M. Howard, were for. the 
plaintiff; and Mr. Lush, Q. C., and Mr. J. Browne, appeared for 
the defendant. 

Mr. Overend, in stating the case to the jury, said that he had 
to perform a very painful duty, for that it would become 
necessary for him to lay before them the private affairs of third 
persons, not parties to the suit, and to go into circumstances, 
the disclocure of which would be most disagreeable to such 
third persons. 

The Lorp Curer Justice.—I never like to propose a 
reference ; but if this be the case, Mr. could not the 
matter be submitted to a private tribunal? 

Mr. Lush—I would gladly adopt any course which your 
Lordship snggests, my opinion being that it would be cruel to 
go into questions, affecting innocent persons, who {are not here 
to defend themselves. 

A consultation between the members of the bar and their 
clients on either side ensued ; but it appeared in the end that no 
terms could be to, and the trial proceeded. 

The plaintiff is a money-lender, and he now sued the defen- 
dant (an attorney) for alleged negligence in the conduct of his 
business. It seems that for above twenty years the plaintiff 
had been in the habit of lending money to a barrister, and dis- 
counting his bills, taking (as he admitted) 60 per cent. interest. 
A brother of this gentleman became implicated, and the negli- 
gence complained of was—firstly, that the defendant had de- 
layed issuing a writ against the barrister from the 11th to the 
22nd of the month of November; secondly, that he had not 
included in an affidavit letters which Mr. Cates thought impor- 
tant; thirdly, that he had not been sufficiently active in out- 
lawing the brother of the said barrister; and, fourthly, that, in 
an action of slander brought against the clerk of the latter; he 
had been so dilatory in prosecuting Mr. Cates’s claim for 
damages that he had eventually been compelled to settle for 
£20, and costs as between attorney and client. 

The case for tho plaintiff was mainly proved by Mr. Cates 
himself, who was several times admonished by the Chief Justice 
for the manner in which he gave his evidence. A counsél who 
had been consulted by Mr. Indermaur on Mr. Cates’s busitieds, 
and especially as to the propriety of including the letters; the 


exclusion of which from the affidavit before alluded to the 
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plaintiff complained of, being placed in the witness-box, gave it 
as his opinion, that they were irrelevant, ‘and that he had 
struck them out as having no bearing on the point at issue. 

At the close of the evidence for the plaintiff, Mr. Lush. sub- 
mitted that there was no case to go to the jury, and that 
the plaintiff should be nonsuited. 

The learned Judge said he had a very strong opinion on the 
subject, but that if there was but slight evidence to go to the 
jury Mr. Lush would be more likely to get a verdict for the 
defendant. He could scarcely say on one point, at all events, 
that there was no evidence. 

Mr. Lush then expressed his satisfaction that at length his 
learned friend, who was esteemed by all, and who had been 
oppressed for more than twenty years by threats of exposure, 
would be free. He said it clearly appeared that Mr. Indermaur 
had done his duty, and used-due diligence in all the transactions 
which he had had with the plaintiff ; that in one case he had 
acted by the advice of counsel, or by the express instructions of 
Mr. Cates ; but that the latter, in hopes that his victim would 
pay his brother’s debts rather than meet the exposure with 
which he was threatened, had recourse to the scheme of suing 
his own attorney, against whom he issued a writ, without notice, 
on the Ist of May, having actually transacted business with 
him on the very day before. 

Eventually the plaintiff was nonsuited. 


COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Fane.) 
Re Samuel Adams—June 18. 


The CoMMISSIONER, in giving judgment, said: I observe by 
the Bankruptcy, Reports that the Court of Appeal in Bankruptcy 
frequently reverses the judgment of the Commissioner in refer- 
ence to the grant of protection ; not because the Commissioner’s 
jadgment was wrong, but because the assignees chosen by the 
creditors, when appealed to by the Court above, give their con- 
sent that the Commissioner's judgment should be reversed or 
qualified ; and protection is granted. I see that a new Bank- 
ruptcy Bill is in contemplation. I hope it will be part of that 
Bill to transfer the jurisdiction as to withholding protection from 
the Commissioner to the assignees; for surely it is not proper 
to order the Commissioner by Act of Parliament to withhold 


protection in certain cases, and, when he has done it in com- 
pliance with the law, to set aside his act because the assignees 
ate willing that protection should be granted. 


UNITED LAW CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


The twenty-sixth anniversary festival of this society took 
place on the 24th inst., at the Freemasons’ Tavern, Great Queen- 
street, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, under the presidency of Mr. Baron 
Bramwell, who was supported by Mr. Collier, Q.C. and M.P., 
Dr. Warnby, Mr. D. D. Keene, Mr. E. Smith Bigg, Mr. Morgan 
John O'Connell, &c., numbering in all about 300 gentlemen, 
connected with the legal profession. - The objects of the society 
were, Ist, To establish by the subscriptions of the members, 
and the contributions of the legal profession, a general benefit 
fund for. affording pecuniary assistance in sickness, old age, 
or infirmity, and on death; 2nd, To form a casual fund to 
relieve distressed law clerks, whether members or not, and their 
widows and families. 

These objects were introduced by the chairman, who, in 
proposing “ Prosperity to the United Law Clerks’ Society,” 
based his remarks upon the annual report of the committee of 
management, which stated, that, with reference to the assistance 
afforded to members in sickness, thirty-two claims had been 
received during the past year. AJl these were allowed,and each 
member received weekly, during his affliction, the sum of 11. 1s. 
One other member who had received this allowance for one 
year, had been in receipt of half the amount for a second 
year, to which every member is entitled should his illness 
so long continue. In meeting the thirty-three claims just 
mentioned, a sum of 198/. 16s. 6d. had been expended, which, 
with the disbursements of previous years, made the total 
sum paid to members on account of illness alone, 3,934. 
2s. 4d. At the present time there were seven members in 
receipt of relief from the superannuation fund. Three of 
them received yearly 311, 48. “each, and the other four 
36l. 8s. each, requiring an annual expenditure of 239/. 4s, Out 
of 611 members, only four cases of death had occurred during 
the past year. To the family of each of these four members 
a sum of £50 had been paid. ‘The total amount paid to the 
members and their families, on account of death alone, was 
60471. 10s. While the committee had met all claims with 





promptitude and liberality, they had endeavoured to make some 
addition. to the society’s invested capital, from the conviction 
that the interest of that would ultimately be the guarantee 
fund for payment of the superanriuation allowances. At pre- 
sent a sum equal to the interest of £8000 is required to satisfy 
the seven existing claims. In a few years the number must be 
largely increased; and to make the fund adequate to meet all 
claims whenever they may arise, had been the desire of every 
committee for years past. The capital amounted, on the 6th of 
April, 1857, to 20,7901. 7s. 7d. The receipts of the year had 
been 25341. 16s. 8d., and the expenditure in satisfying claims in 
sickness, superannuation,. and death, and n dis. 
bursements, had been 1085/. 17s, 2d. The balance, 1448/, 
19s. 6d.,; had been added to the society’s investments with the 
Commissioners for the Reduction of the National Debt, 
which had thus been increased from 21,0321. 16s. 11d, on 
the 20th day of May, 1857, to 22,3797. 7s.on the 20th day 
of May, 1858. The contributions of the members during 
the past year amounted to the sum of 14607. 9s. The casual 
fund was established to assist by small gifts of money, not ex- 
ceeding £5, law clerks generally, their widows, and the children 
of deceased members. During the year 52 applications had 
been received; forty-four were from deserving persons in great 
distress, and they were relieved as far as the rules.and funds 
permitted The remaining cases were not within the rules, 
Several members suffering from temporary pecuniary pressure, 
who would not receive assistance by way of gift, had received 
it by way of loan, repaying the amount by instalments, free 
from interest or charge of any kind. In these gifts and loans a 
sum of £419 had been expended, making the total-expenditure 
on this account 6348. 16s. The pressing nature of the claims 
upon the casual fund prevented the accumulation of any con- 
siderable balance of cash in hand. In April, 1847, there was 
997. 15s. 7d. in hand. Since then, 467/. 12s. 1d. had been 
received from all sources, and 446/. 12s. 1d. expended in meet- 
ing the various claims, leaving the balance in hand on the 5th 
of April, 1858, 1207. 15s. 7d. 

The chairman’s appeal on behalf of the society was warmly 
responded to, the result being an addition to the funds of the 
institution amounting to about £400. 


SCOTTISH LAW APPOINTMENTS. 

No doubt is now entertained that the Lord-Advocate will 
accept the judicial office, vacant by the death of the Right Hon. 
John Hope. Mr. Inglis’s promotion will, however, be a great 
loss to the present ministry, as the Conservative side of the 
Seotch bar, confessedly, cannot supply another member of the 
same ability, eminence, and weight. 

The Scottish Press says:—Mr. Baillie, the present Solicitor- 
General for Scotland, will succeed Mr. Inglis as Lord-Advocate, 
and doubtless as M.P. for Stamford. These changes will pro- 
bably lead to others. It is not likely that Lord Murray will con- 
tinue on the bench. Lord Wood consented to delay his retire- 
ment only until after the summer session, that the second 
division might have the benefit of his opinion in some im t 
proceedings which he had maturely considered. Should these 
judges retire, two Lords-Ordinary will be transferred to the 
bench of the second division, and two gowns will be at the 
disposal of the Administration. With regard to the Solicitor- 
Generalship, the appointment is chiefly important prospectively 
in its bearing on the bench or on the office of Lord-Advocate. 
The candidates are said to be Mr. Archibald Boyle, a son of 
the late Lord President, Mr. D. Mure, Sheriff Moir, and Mr. 
George Patton. 


On the 18th inst., at the Auction Mart, Messrs. Driver 
offered for sale, by order of the Court of Chancery, in the 
matter of the London and Eastern Banking Corporation, 
Branksea Castle and Island, in the parish of Studland, Dorset- 
shire. This estate was offered for sale in July, 1857, but the 
final bidding not exceeding the reserved price, the property 
was withdrawn. The biddings on the 18th were twenty-seven, 
commencing at £40,000, and ending at £64,000. Mr. Driver 
stated that the reserved price was £65,000, 

At the Council, on the 19th inst., Mr. John Philip Green, of 
Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s-inn, was appointed to the Professor- 
ship of Jurisprudence, in University College, London, vacant 
at the close of the present session bythe resignation of Dr. 
Foster. Mr. Green obtained the University Law Scholarship 
in the Principles of Legislation on taking the LL.B, degree of 
the Univefsity of London, and the Law Studentship of the 
Inns of Court on his call to the bar. The Council also appointed 
him examiner for the college for the Hume Scholarship in 
Jurisprudence to be awarded in December next. 
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The death of Mr. Richard Stevenson, senior Commissioner 
of the Liverpool District Court: of Bankruptcy, occasioned a 
yacancy to an office of £1,800 a year. Expectants are doomed 

_ to disappointment: since Mr. Commissioner Perry has received 
a communication from the Lord Chancellor to the effect that 
the limited business at the Liverpool Courts does not justify 
the appointment of a successor to Mr. Stevenson. 

Mr. Ogden, the new Registrar of the Liverpool District 
Court of Probate, is about to fix his residence in Liverpool. 
He is still the Attorney-General for the Isle of Man, and had 
previously held the Attorney-Generalship of Canada, in which 
eountry he distinguished himself during the Canadian rebellion. 
—Liverpool Albion. 

At the Court of Bankruptcy, on the 24th inst., in the case of 
Messrs. Calvert & Co., Mr. Commissioner Evans declined to 
certify that six-sevenths of the unsecured creditors in number 
and value had duly executed a proper deed of inspectorship, 
It is consequently open to any dissentient creditor to institute 





















proceedings in bankruptcy. 
Recent Decisions in Chancery. 





ArrorNEY'’s LIEN For Costs—MAastTeER’s ALLOCATUR— 
RE-REGISTRATION OF JUDGMENT. 


Shaw v. Neale, 6 W. R., H. L., 635. 


Some important points were settled in this case. 

First. That, notwithstanding Lord Hardwicke's decision in 
Barnsley v. Powell (Ambl. 102), which must now be taken as 
overruled, an attorney or solicitor has no lien for his costs on 
an estate recovered for a client; but, of course, the present case 
does not affect his undoubted lien upon a client’s papers in his 
hands. The principle on which it was held that he has no lien 
on the estate is simply that a lien presupposes possession by 
the person who claims the lien; and in this case the client, and 
not the solicitor, had possession of the estate. 

Secondly. It was decided that, neither a rule to tax a soli- 
citor’s bill of costs, nor the Master's allocatur thereon, was an 
order whereby money is payable within the meaning of the 
18th section of the 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, or was capable of 

rating as a judgment, when registered, according to the pro- 
visions of that Act. A similar question on the 18th section 
was raised in Garner v. Briggs (see ante, p. 413), in which Kin- 
dersley, V. C., enforced the distinction between merely inter- 
locutory orders, and those which are final, decreeing payment 
of a specific sum. Here, the rule to tax was considered to be 
nothing but a direction to an officer of the court to ascertain 
what is due; and the allocatur only as his statement of the 
amount. But when such a rule is made absolute. then it is to 
all intents and purposes an order within the meaning of section 
18, and, upon being registered, operates as a judgment. 

Thirdly. It was held that when a judgment is registered, 
such registration protects the judgment creditor against pur- 
chasers, mortgagees, and creditors, who became such within 
five years after the date of registration; so that, if at the end of 
that period the judgment is not again registered, they would 
hot acquire any priority by this default on the part of the 
judgment creditor: but if any person -became a purchaser, 
mortgagee, or creditor in the interval between the end of the 
five years and the date. of re-registration, he would acquire 
pees and as to him, the re-registration would be, to all 

tents and purposes, an original registration. The ground of 
this decision, which coincides with that of the full Court of 
Appeal in Beavan v. Lord Oxford (4 W. R. 112), is, that who- 
éver becomes a purchaser, mortgagee, or creditor, within the 
five years, has notice of the judgment upon, the register, 
as he is bound to search it during that'period, and once having 
had notice, he knows that there is an incumbrance upon the 
peoperty, which will remain until it is paid off; and therefore 

ought not to be allowed to better his own security by the 
neglect of the judgment creditor to re-register, which in such a 
case is regarded as a merely formal act. 

Fourthly. Where there was a mortgage to one person to 
secure future advances, followed by a judgment to another, 
after which costs were incurred to the mortgagee, a. solicitor, it 
was held, notwithstanding the case of Gordon v. Graham (2 
Eq. Cas. Abr. 598) on a redemption by the judgment creditor, 
that these costs were not to be included in the account, Lord 
re was of opinion that, even if there were no question 

costs being properly within the security of “ future 
advances,” nevertheless the result would be the same on this 
Question (see Rolt v. Hopkinson, ante, 663). 


















































AGREEMENT TO DEmisE—LEAsE—8 & 9 Vict. c. 106, 8. 3° 
Parker v. Taswell, 6 W. R. 608. 


‘The Real Property Amendment Act of 1845 (8 & 9 Vict. c- 
106, s. 3) enacts, among other things, that a lease required by 
law to be in writing, of any tenements or hereditaments, made 
after the Ist day of October, 1845, shall be void at law unless 
by deed. The enactment does not affect an agreement for a 
lease, which the Court has always, since the Act, enforced by 
decreeing specific performance thereof, upon the same principles 
as before the Act. In Parker v. Taswell the question arose, 
whether an instrument purporting to operate as a present de- 
mise, and which, before the 8 & 9 Vict. c. 106, would 
unquestionably have been a valid lease, could in equity 
be enforced as an agreement for a lease? The words 
of the Act are, that a lease, required by law to be in writ- 
ing, shall be “ void at law, unless made by deed.” Stratton 
v. Pettit (16 C. B. Rep. 420) is an express authority of a 
court of law, that, even where the instrument purports and is 
expressed to be but an agreement, if the intention of the par- 
ties to be collected from it is that it should take effect as a 
lease, it is void at law under the statute, not being by deed. In 
the present case, the Lord Chancellor, affirming the decree of 
Stuart, V.C., held, that the instrument in question, which was in- 
tended as a lease, was good in equity asan agreement, there being 
nothing in the Act toa contrary effect, or to prevent the jurisdic- 
tion of the Court being exercised as it ordinarily is in such cases. 


PracriceE—TrustEE Acts—Inrant Lunatic. 
Re Arrowsmith’s Trusts, 6 W. R. 642. 


This case has settled a little point of practice, the uncer- 
tainty as to which was often embarrassing. The Trustee Act 
gives jurisdiction to the Court of Chancery in the case of an 
infant trustee, and to the Lord Chancellor entrusted, &c., in 
the case of a lunatic trustee. It had been considered that, 
where a trustee was both infant and lunatic, the jurisdiction 
was only in lunacy; but it is now laid down, that the petition 
in such a case ought to be presented in Chancery and not in 
lunacy. 

INFANT—FRAUDULENT REPRESENTATION OF AGE. 

Ex parte Unity Joint Stock Banking Association; Re King, 

6 W. R. 640. 

It is a well-understood principle, at least in courts of equity, 
that an infant, though not competent to bind himself by con- 
tract, will be answerable for fraud.and misrepresentation. 
Here the infant entered into a contract of loan with the 
Unity Bank, expressly stating that he was of full age. 
Afterwards he attained his majority, and became bank- 
rupt, and the question brought before the Court of Appeal 
was, whether the bank could prove for their debt. Knigh 
Bruce, L. J., held, that whether the infant was or was not 
liable at law, he had by his misrepresentation rendered himself 
liable for the debt in equity, and that the proof must be 
allowed. Turner, L. J., assented, on the ground that the 
authorities were conclusive, but intimated that his own opinion 
was adverse to the claim to prove. 


SoLictror—LIiABILITY OF ONE PARTNER FOR MONEYS RE- 
CEIVED BY THE OTHER FOR INVESTMENT, 


Bourdillon v. Roche, 6 W. R. 618. 


It has been laid down frequently that the receiving of money 
for investment generally is the business of a serivener, and not 
of an attorney, and that, consequently, one partner is not liable 
for the defalcations of another, who has secretly misappropriated 
money placed in his hands for investment. But there is an 
exception to this rule where the money is deposited _ with one 
of the partners for the purpose of effecting a specified invest- 
ment by way of mortgage, such a transaction being considered 
within the scope of a solicitor’s business, and therefore one in 
which each member of a firm is bound by his partner's acts. 
Harman vy. Johnson (2 Ell. & B. 61) established this distinction. 
In Blair v. Bromley (5 Hare, 542) there was money paid to the 
firm for a particular investment, and this was retained by one 
partner for many years, he paying the interest, and thereby 
concealing the fraud, and it was held that the other partner 
was originally liable, though in fact ignorant of the fraud, and 
that the concealment by his partner prevented the Statute of 
Limitations from being a bar. The present case was, as stated 
in the bill, almost identical with Blair v. Bromley, but the 
result of the evidence was to show that the money was received 
in fact by one only, that it was paid to him for: invest- 
ment generally, and that the specific mortgage on which he 
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pretended to invest it was not selected until after the money 
was in his hands. Under these circumstances Wood, Y. C., 
held that no liability attached to the other partner. 


——_—~>——- 
Cases at Common Law sypectally Enteresting to Attorneys. 


AssiGNMENT OF THINGS PERSsONAL—Law As TO. 
Allatt v. Carr and Another, 6 W. R., Exch., 578. 

The property in things personal is transferable with absolute 
freedom to the extent of the proprietor’s interest. This is the 
general rule; but it is subject to exception in two distinct 
classes of cases: one, where the right of alienation by reason of 
the incapacity of the owner is suspended, as where the disability 
of coverture, infancy, or the like intervenes; the other, where 
from the nature of the interest itself, its alienation is absolutely 
prohibited, such, for example, as in the instance of the pay or 
salary of an officer under the Crown, which, as the general 
rule, is not assignable on a principle of public policy. But on 
the other hand, with regard to the existence or otherwise of the 
subject matter of the assignment at the date thereof, or its then 
belonging or not belonging to the assignor, the Courts have in 
recent times been loath to fetter transactions with restrictive 
rules. Thus, though Perkins (Tit. Grants, s. 63) says, “it 
is a common learning in the law, that a man cannot grant 
or charge that which he he hath not;” and though Lord Bacon 
considered it to be beyond dispute that a disposition of after- 
acquired property is altogether inoperative (Bac. Max. r. 14); 
yet the Court of Common Pleas held in Lunn v. Thornton 
(1 C. B. 379) that a grant of goods not in existence, or not 
belonging to the grantor at the time of executing the deed, 
was, though inoperative in itself, a good foundation for 
a subsequent ratification by the grantor when the goods 
shall have come into existence, or when he shall have 
acquired property therein. And in that and subsequent 
cases (see Congreve v. Evetts, 10 Exch. 302), it was also 
intimated, that though an assignment can only be held to be an 
executory contract with respect to the future effects of the 
assignor, yet the deed may be so framed as to give the assignee 
the power of seizing such effects as should be acquired, 
from time to time, by the assignor. Thus, in Petch v. Tutin 
(15 Mee. & W. 110), it was held by the Exchequer, that a 
tenant might assign to his landlord, as security for a debt, the 
crops which should be grown on the premises demised during 
the future years of the term. And in the recent case of Hope 
v. Hayley (25 L. J., Q. B., 155), a debtor assigned all his goods 
on certain premises by way of mortgage, with a clause enabling 
the mortgagee on a certain event happening to enter and take 
possession of all the substituted goods which should then 
happen to be on the premises. On the event in question oc- 
curring, the mortgagee accordingly entered and seized the sub- 
stituted goods then on the premises, without any objection 
made on the part of the mortgagor. Here the Court of Queen’s 
Bench held that the property in the goods so seized vested in the 
mortgagee at the time when he took possession; and that it so 
vested by reason of the rule recognised in Lamn y. Thornton, 

Now, the case under discussion not only confirms the prin- 
ciple that an irrevocable license may be inserted in a deed of 
assignment to seize the future effects of the assignor, but it ex- 
tends that doctrine so as to embrace future effects which have 
no connection with the property originally transferred. In the 
previous cases, the crops or goods which the mortgagee was 
empowered to'seize, were such as subsequently accrued to the 
mortgagor out, or in respect, of the premises or property he 
pledged. But in the case under discussion, a clause was sup- 
ported which empowered the mortgagee to seize and possess 
himself of all the future property and effects of the mortgagor 
wherever they should be, on the money he borrowed remaining 
unpaid; and in point of fact, in this case the mortgagee seized, 
and successfully disputed, the title of the assignees of the mort- 
gagor to certain crops and stock on a farm which was acquired 
by the mortgagor after his assignment. 


Carrizrs’ Law—Ervrecr or 11 Guo. 4 & 1 Wu. 4, c. 68 
—Prorer Panties 70 ACTION. 


Metcalfe v. The London § Brighton § South Coast Railway 
Company, 6 W. R., C. P., 580, 593, 

This is an important decision, limiting the liability of carriers 
generally, and of railway companies conveying goods as carriers 
in particular, The statute 11 Geo. 4 & 1 Will. 4, ¢, 68, was 
devised both for the protection of the public and of carriers; 
with 9 view to the interests of the former, it took away the 





Common law right which the carrier enjoyed of gi & public 
notice of the terms on which he would carry goods, a then 
establishing a special contract with the customer in a 
with such terms, by proving (directly or presumptively) that 
such notice had come to his knowledge. As to this, the statute 
provided that in future no such notice should limit the carrier's 
general liability for the safe carriage of goods committed to his 
care. But, on the other hand, the statute provided, in favour 
of the carrier, that with respect to certain valuable articles 
enumerated in the Act (exceeding the sum of £10 in their 

gate value), the carrier should not be liable for loss or 
injury thereto unless the customer paid thereon such increased 
charge as should be due, in accordance with a scale of 
charges for such goods previously affixed in the carrier’s 
office. This Act, however, has a proviso that nothing therein 
contained shall protect the carrier from losses arising from ‘the 
felonious acts of their own servants; and it has been established 
(see Butt v. The Great Western Railway Company, 11 C. B. 140, 
and Same Company v. Rimell, 18 C. B. 585) that this applies to 
the valuable articles enumerated in the Act, so that if these 
be not paid for by the customer, and the carrier conse- 
quently is protected from liability by reason of the negligence 
of his servants, he will not thereby be protected from his lia- 
bility for such servants’ felonious conduct. The liabilities of 
railway companies as carriers of goods are in general the same 
as those of other carriers (see 8 & 9 Vict. c. 20, and 17 & 18 
Vict. c. 81) as modified by the Carriers’ Act; and hence, to a 
declaration against a railway company for the loss of protected 
goods, to which it is pleaded that the increased rate of charges 
was not, as required by the statute, paid by the customer, it 
has been held a good replication that the loss was caused by the 
felonious acts of the company’s servants. But the case under 
discussion shows that the burthen of proving a felony to have 
been actually committed lies upon the customer, and that it is 
not enough for him to prove the delivery of a box containing 
the goods to the company’s servants, and that the box, when 
delivered to the plaintiff, did not contain such goods. 

In this same action, another point arose for discussion, viz, 
by whom an action against a carrier is to be brought for the 
loss of a package of goods, some of which belong to <A. and 
some to B., and which has been consigned for carriage by C. 
acting as their joint agent. It was held that the action should 
be in the names of both A. and B., on the ground that, the con- 
tract of carriage was entered into between the carriers and C. 
as agent for an unknown principal; and that, as there were in 
fact ¢wo principals, the contract was with both. 


Law OF EVIDENCE—EXPLANATION OF WRITTEN INSTRUMENT 
BY Paro, TESTIMONY. 
Preston y. Peeke, 6 W. R., Q. B., 591. 

No principle of law is better established than that which for- 
bids the attempt to contradict, vary, add to, or subtract from the 
terms of a valid written instrument by parol testimony. This 
rule applies to all formal documents inter partes, whether under 
seal or not; and it of course extends to the records of a court of 
justice which import in themselves a peculiar solemnity. It is 
very important, however, to remember in connection with the 
above rule, that parol evidence may be adduced in all cases of 
doubt to explain the written instrument, or, in other words, to 
enable the Court to discover the meaning of its language, if it is 
in itself unintelligible or susceptible of two or more meanings. 
Of this last branch of the doctrine, the case under dis- 
cussion is an illustration, It became necessary in support 
of an action to put in evidence the record of a previous action, 
in which the present plaintiff had been defendant, and which 
had resulted in a verdict against him for £60. The declaration 
in that action contained three counts; but, according to the 
way in which the postea had been made up by the officer of 
the Court, it did not appear upon which of the three counts 
the damages had been given; and, as the clearing up of this 
question became material for the purposes of the action, wherein 
the former defendant was plaintiff, the Court allowed evidence 
to be given by way of explanation of the record, that, on one 
count, substantial damages were given by the jury, and on the 
others nominal only. 


PRACTICE—APPEAL FROM MAGISTRATES UNDER 20 & 21 
Vict, c. 43. 


Crick v. Crick, 6 W. B.., a. B., 594; Syred v. Carruthers, 
Id. 595. 


These two cases lay down the practice to be pursued in cases 
stated by magistrates for the opinion of tho superior court, 
under the provisions of the 20 & 21 Vict. ¢. 43, The follow; 
ing points are shown by them;— “te iD 
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|, The magistrates are not bound, under the Act, to grant a 
se whenever it is’ applied for, but only when they believe 
1a doubtful point of law has been raised. 

§. If the respondent appears at the hearing of the case he is 
party to begi 
, If the respondent does not appear, it is, nevertheless, the 
of the appellant’s counsel to address the Court, and to 
at the determination of the magistrates was an erro- 

one. 

4 The “notice” in writing required by the 2nd section 
ofthe Act to be given, together with a copy of the case, by 
the appellant to the respondent, need not be personal, for it is 
mfficient if served on his attorney. 


ATTORNEY AND CLIENT—ACTION FOR NEGLIGENCE. 
Levy v. Spyers, 1 Fost. & Fin. N. P. C. 3. 

This was an action against an attorney for negligence, in 
which it appeared that the plaintiff had recovered judgment 
against one C., and, having taken him in execution, released 
him‘on the undertaking of one P. to pay the debt himself on 
certain conditions; one of which was, that three bills of ex- 

to be drawn by C. should be sent to P. The plaintiff 
retained the defendant to carry out this arrangement; but he 
sent P., instead of bills, promissory notes to the same amount. 
Upon this state of facts the Chief Baron held that it was a 
question for the jury to decide whether the defendant had been 
guilty of negligence in substituting notes for bills, and directed 
them that in such a case there was no substantial difference 
between the two classes of instruments. The jury, however, 
decided the question of uegligence in the affirmative; and, on a 
sibsequent application to the Court, it was intimated that there 
was evidence to support this verdict, since, there being two ways 
of proceeding, one clearly right, and the other doubtful, the 
defendant had selected the doubtful course. 
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Professional Tntelligence, 


LIVERPOOL LAW SOCIETY. 
DEATH OF MR. COMMISSIONER STEVENSON. 

At an adjourned special meeting of the committee, held on 
Friday, the 18th June, in reference to the sudden death of Mr. 
Commissioner Stevenson, it was resolved,— 

“That the society condole sincerely with Mrs. Stevenson 
and her afflicted family for the loss they have sustained; and 
that this society express their high opinion of the late Com- 
missioner’s judicial integrity and legal knowledge, and of his 
invatiable courtesy to the profession and all persons transacting 

isiness in his court. 

“That'a letter of condolence with the above resolution be 
signed by the president on behalf of the society, and forwarded 
to’ Mrs. Stevenson.” 
APPOINTMENT OF PRACTISING ATTORNEYS AS MAGISTRATES, 
To His Grace the Duke of Montrose, Chancellor of the Duchy 

of Lancaster, &c., &0., &c. 
The Memorial of the Liverpool Law Society, 

Sheweth, That your memorialists have observed with very 
great satisfaction, that, in the recent appointment of magistrates 
for the borough of Liverpool, your Grace has selected two 
borg attorneys to fill the important office of justice of the 
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That the appointment of members of the legal profession to 
Is the duties of magistrates will, your memorialists sub- 
mit, be found extremely acceptable to the public at large, who 
cannot fail to recognise the principle, that the proper discharge 
of the functions of that office requires considerable knowledge 
of the law; and that it is judicious to select magistrates from 
the class of men who have received an education peculiarly 
fitting them for the due fulfilment of the duties of the office. 
That the opinion of the public is testified by the election, 
Year after year, in various parts of the country, of practising 
attorneys as a of boroughs; and it will, no doubt, be 
known to your race, that one of the attorneys so appointed 
by you has been mayor of Liverpool. 
our memorialists, at the same time, feel the perfect pro- 
riety Of the resolution which, they are informed, has been 
poor hg by your Grace, not to appoint to the office of justice 
peace any attorney, unless upon an understanding or 
ehgagement that he shall not practise professionally at general 
or pétty sessions, from which objection the present appointment 
's 0, inasmuch as the gentlemen nominated do not so practise. 
- Your memoralists will ever pray, &c, 
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Correspondence. 


DUBLIN.—(From our own Correspondent.) 

Considering the advanced state of the Parliamentary session‘ 
it is really surprising that the Government are able to make 
such progress with their law measures, Of those relating to 

Treland, the chief is the Transfer of Land Bill, a well-digested 
Bill, of ninety clauses, closing the career of the Incumbered 
Estates Court, and establishing in its place a permanent court 
of equity, exclusively charged with the sale and transfer of 
land in Ireland, and with the investigation of title. This Bill 
has not only passed a second reading, but more than fifty of its 
clauses have passed through committee; and in a fortnight, or 
less, it will doubtless be forwarded to the Lords, The more 
important of the alterations made in or prior to committee are 
as follows:—The number of the judges of the court is raised 
from two to three—a change unwillingly agreed to by the Attor- 
ney-General, but forced upon him by the profession, who unani- 
mously called for the retention of Mr, Commissioner Hargreave. 
The qualification of the examiners is lowered from ten years 
to six years’ professional standing, either at the bar, or as a 
solicitor. The clause providing for the appointment of 
conveyancing-counsel is struck out altogether, so that on the 
judges and their officers the sole responsibility connected 
with the investigating of title will rest. The number of 
words in a folio is lowered from ninety to seventy-two; this 
momentous alteration was carried on a division of a well-filled 
House by a large majority. A clause has been added, enabling 
the Court to direct the investment of purchase-moneys in the 
public funds, such investment to be made by a broker chosen 
by the party who may appear to the judge to be most interested 
in the result of the investment. The object of this clause is 
to put an end to the present arrangement, under which three 
stock-brokers, nominated in the first instance by the Court, 
transact in turn all the business arising out of investments, &c. 
This change is the result of a combined effort, made by nearly 
all the members of the Dublin Stock Exchange; the practical. 
result will, however, be, for reasons which it is needless to éx~ 
plain, that little or no investment of purchase-moneys will 
henceforward take place. Finally, the clause empowering the 
Landed Estates Court. to appoint receivers is abandoned, on the 
ground that this is an unnecessary invasion of the province of 
the Court of Chancery. ; 

Another pending measure is one for remodelling the consti- 
tution of the Irish metropolitan police force. ‘The principal 
object. of this Bill is toe economise means, and concentrate 
power, by absorbing the entire police force into the ranks of 
that most efficient body, the constabulary. 

A Bill now passing through Parliament appoints Mr. Thomas 
Courtenay, Solicitor and Kegistrar to the Lord Chief Justice 
(Lefroy), first permanent Registrar of the Sittings at Nisi Prius. 
This duty has hitherto been performed by the several registrars 
of the three heals of the common law courts, and was regatded 
as a praiseworthy supplement to the easy duty of going two 
circuits in the year, for which the judges’ registrars receive very 
handsome incomes. ‘There is, however, some talk of the Lord 
Chief Justice retiring; and, doubtless, tu render his retirement 
somewhat more probable, the Attorney-General kindly dis- 
covers this method of providing for a friend of his Lordship's, 
who would otherwise lose office in the event of the contem- 
plated change occurring on the bench of the Queen’s Bench. 
By such machinery as this are vacancies on the judicial bench 
sometimes brought about. In the course of a debate a few days 
since, the Attorney-General (Whiteside) is reported to have 
said, that, “ In Ireland, the judges never retire.” Perhaps he 
was thinking of the Lord Chief Justice, who, called to the bar 
in 1796, cannot be far off’ ninety years of age; and to whose 
dignified position Mr. Whiteside would as a matter of course 
ascend, in the event of a vacancy occurring just now. 

Some changes have lately taken place in the Registrar's office, 
Court of Chancery, through the retirement of Mr. Yelverton 
O'Keefe. One of the two chief registrarships has devolved 
upon the Hon. H. Sugden, whose treatise on * Wills” is not 
unfrequently quoted throughout the voluminous writings of his 
eminent father, Lord St. Leonards. W. Dwyer Ferguson, 
LL.D., the author of several books of practice, has recéived 
from the Chancellor the appointment of assistant-registrar, 
vacant through the promotion of Mr. Sugden. 

Sonie scandal has been brought before the House of Lords 
in connection with the office of assistant-barrister (or county 
court judge) for Kerry. Myr. W. M'Dermott, who has just re- 
signed office, was notoriously involved in i ifticul ti 





and was even arrested while on circuit; far worse was the 
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allegation of his having sold, to two different purchasers for 
value, some small situation connected with his court. A solemn 
investigation into these charges is now rendered unnecessary by 
his resignation; and, but a few hours after the fact had become 
known, it was announced ‘that the vacant county (one of the 
most valuable) had been conferred on Mr. W. W. Brereton, 
Q.C., of the Munster Circuit, a gentleman of long standing and 
considerable experience, and a consistent as well as an ardent 
politician. 
EDINBURGH.—(from our own Correspondent.) 


On Monday evening, the 14th inst., the Right Hon. John 
Hope, Lord Justice Clerk, died suddenly, almost without warn- 
ing. The death of a man in high office in a limited community, 
like that of Edinburgh, must always be startling, if he dies 
while in the performance of the active duties of his station; it 
was not surprising, therefore, that on the following morning the 
death of this eminent lawyer should form the principal, almost 
the sole, topic of conversation, considering the circumstances 
under which it happened. He had arrived in town from Ayr- 
shire that afternoon, to be ready for duty on the following morn- 
ing. He had finished a letter to his wife, and had gone to his 
room to prepare for dinner; in the act of dressing, he had felt 
himself unwell, and had had time to ring his bell. Before his 
servant reached him, he was almost inarticulate from paralysis. 
Not a moment was, of course, lost in procuring medical advice; 
but by the time it arrived, apoplexy had supervened, and after 
a few hours of insensibility he passed calmly into eternity. 

The Lord Justice Clerk was no ordinary man. It was not 
easy to understand his character, or to estimate his capacity as 
a judge; he ought to have been great, but he had defects of 
character which prevented him from attaining the highest 
eminence; yet it was impossible not to respect the integrity 
and impetuous honesty of the man. which were apparent in 
every act he did and word he spoke. He had no power of 
reviewing his own first impressions with sufficient rapidity to 
be useful to him, and unfortunately no other person associated 
with him in public life could apparently acquire any influence 
over him; on the contrary, it was manifest that the powers he 
possessed, coupled with the strength and energy of his character, 
enabled him, in a very short time, to acquire an influence over 
the minds of those who came in daily contact with him, which 
was advantageous neither for the public nor himself. From all 
that has been said, it will be easy to believe that he sometimes 
acted upon prejudiced and hasty views, and that he was not 
always proof against insinuations intended to create prejudice. 
When he had time to reflect he often repented; and he was far 
too honest and high minded not todo what he could to repair 
his fault, but it was not always possible to do so. His hasty 
temper was certainly the greatest blot on his character, and 
was the defect which most seriously damaged his popularity as 
ajudge. Had it been otherwise, it is not improbable that his 
persevering attention to duty, his honesty of purpose, and the 
great qualities which he really did possess, might have raised 
him very high in public estimation. His greatest intellectual 
defect was his inability to combine and condense. As it is, 
however, he was really far above the ordinary mark; he was 
laborious and painstaking beyond belief; he had a wonderful 
memory; his stores of information were vast and varied; his 
judgment was always sound when his temper was unruftled; 
and he always left upon the mind a strong impression that it 
was his anxious desire to deal justly. He puts us in mind, in 
some respects, of Sir Vicary Gibbs, but he was far more 
amiable, 


> 


Rebiew. 





Davidson's Precedents and Forms in Conveyancing. Second Edi- 
tion. By C. Davipson, T. C. Wricut, & Jacon WALEY, of 
Lincoln’s-inn, Barristers-at-Law. Vol. I, Part 2, London: 
Maxwell, 1858. 


Another instalment of this work—being the second part of 
the second volume—has lately issued from the press. The 
precedents comprise forms of mortgages of every kind, and of 
such other instr ts as are incidental to mortgage transac- 
tions. These are introduced by a long dissertation of more than 
200 pages on the principles to be followed in the framing of 
various kinds of mortgage securities, and on some points of the 
general law applicable to the subject. ‘These observations, so 
faras they relate to the immediate province of the draftsman, 
and discuss the reasons for this or that form or t of 
clauses, will, we think, be found of great practical a, espe- 








cially to those: who are in the student phase of their ‘ 


career. They could only have been written by a man 


familiar with all the details of a conveyancer’s business, and.at 
the same time superior to the trammels of habit, and prepared - 


to adopt those forms, and, those only,of which a rational recom. 
mendation could be given. ‘The common sense which pervades 
this part of the Introduction, and the happy phraseology of the 
precedents themselves, leave little to be desired; and if the more 
ambitious portion of the Introduction had been equally satis. 
factory, we should have been bound to dismiss the work with 
no other comment than our unqualified admiration. 

But the true character of the doctrinal matter which may 
properly accompany a collection of practical forms, has not yet 
been hit off, though the present portion of Mr. Davidson’s work is, 
perhaps, nearer to the mark than most dissertations of the kind, 
Still it has the defects which are so commonly met with in such 
productions. It is neither a treatise nor a note. In length 
and fulness it approaches to the larger character, and’ yet the 
omissions are so important, as in some respects to give it more 
the appearance of a popular sketch than of a business-like 
compendium of this branch of law. As a rather elaborate 
sketch it is no doubt well done; the style is clear, the general 
views are correct, and the occasional discussion of open points 
is marked by sense and discrimination. Still it does not come 
up to our idea of what is wanted. If we are to have a treatise 
appended to a book of precedents, it should either be confined 
to practical points, or, if it enters upon the law of the subject, 
it should do so with the minuteness that is essential, if it is to 
be used as an exhaustive text-book. That the book has not 
the latter character its authors would probably not deny, but 
then it would be difficult to give any sufficient reason why the 
domain of the text-book should have been invaded at all, or 
why anything more should have been attempted than those 
practical suggestions which are likely to prove serviceable to 
men in business, who are sufficiently familiar with the state of 
the law, or have other treatises to which they are accustomed 
to refer for precise information. The dissertation, in fact, con- 
tains too much and too little—too much when viewed in one 
light—too little when regarded in another. 

A few examples will illustrate what we mean. There was, 
for instance, no absolute obligation on the authors of such a 
work as this, to enter upon the consideration of the reme- 
dies, which a court of equity will give upon a mortgage-deed, 
though we should not be disposed to complain of such a dis- 
cussion as irrelevant or inappropriate. Still, if given at all, it 
should have been complete in itself, and fortified by all the de- 
cided cases. Instead of this, a middle course is taken, and the 
matter is disposed of in two separate paragraphs of about half 
a page each, which give the baldest possible outline of the sub- 
ject. Thus, along with one or two other remarks, we find a brief 
transcript of the recent enactment that the Court may, on a 
foreclosure suit, direct a sale instead of foreclosure, with the 
additional statement that a sale is not ordered (except on the 
request of the mortgagee), without a proper deposit being paid 
into court. It happens that the Courts have on several occa- 
sions discussed these provisions, and laid down certain rules as 
to the terms on which, and the circumstances in which, a sale 
will be directed, and we cannot but think that if the subject 
was worth touching on at all, these decisions should have been 
noticed and their effect stated. There are some score or more 
of these cases, inaterially controlling and modifying the prima 
facie meaning of the statute; but the cases are not referred to 
at all, nor is their substance given in the passage where the 
reader would look for such explanations, and even when n: 
it is only by a reference to Dart’s “ Vendors and Purchasers.” 
In short, the paragraphs relatiag to the subject are of little 
value to the practitioner. Another topic, which is also discussed 
in a rather perfunctory manner, is the doctrine of Innes y. Jack 
son, that the terms of a proviso for redemption will not m 
general alter the devolution of an estate. It is a matter of # 
much nicety to decide whether such an operation will be at- 
tributed to the terms of a particular deed, that any notice of 
the subject which.does not put prominently forward all 
the distinctions and qualifications which have been 
down, is more likely to mislead than to. assist. the 
draftsman by its insufficient, though not inaccurate, generalities. 
But it is just such a general sketch of the doctrixe which is 
given in Mr. Davidson's Introduction, Innes v. Jackson is,‘ 
course, noticed in the text; but the important case of 
bread v. Smith is only alluded to in @\very meagre way, and 
even the enumeration of authorities in the foot-note is defee- 
tive, containing no reference to the old ease of Ruscomb v. Hore, 
or to the recent decision in the case of Heather v. O'Neill, which 
was reported as before the Master of the Rolls, if not on appeal, 
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mite early enough to have come into Mr. Davidson’s text. 
Tisiecare seyeral other: points as to which Mr. Davidson has 
been unfortunate, in having prepared his text before the deci- 
siomof recent important) cases. For instance, in treating of 
the effect of registration of a bill of sale, under the late Act, 
itis suggested that, on the whole, the correct opinion seems to 
be; that: the registration of a bill of sale will not protect the 
property against the bankruptey or insolvency of the grantor, | 
iftin session ulider such circumstances, in other respects, as 
would givé’ rise to. reputed ownership. ‘The case of Stansfield 
yeuOubitt, decided by ‘Stuart, V. C., in December last; and 
affirmed by the Lords Justices in February, has established the 
correctness of the ‘suggestion, and, if noticed, would have 
enabled the author to lay down the doctrine in terms which 
would have given more confidence to the draftsman, who has to 
rely upon it. 

The passage which relates to the right of a mortgdgee of 
two separate estates to consolidate his security against the 
owner of’ thé equity of redemption, would also have been much 
moré satisfactory if it had contained a reference to the case of 
Vint ¥. Padgett, decided ‘by Stuart, V. C.. in February, and re- 
ported in the Weekly Reporter of February 27, and since affirmed 
on appeal. ‘This case gives’a much more precise outline to the 
principle than it had before. It must now be taken as settled, 
that, where two independent mortgages of distinct estates come 
into the hands of one person, at a time when the two equities 
of redemption) aré in ‘the same hands, the first mortgagee may 
consolidate his securities, notwithstanding he acquired them 
after notice of the existence of the dealings with the equities 
of redemption. ‘The’ only exception which has yet been re- 
cognised to the power of consolidating securities is that laid 
down in White y. Hillaere (3 -Y. & C. 597), and! noticed in Mr. 
Davidson’s text, viz. where the equities are in different, hands 
at the time when the title to the mortgages becomes united. 

Vint v. Padgett seems, however, to throw some doubt on 
anotherexception, suggested in the text, viz. where one of the 
mortgages is created after the equity of redemption of the 
other has vested in a purchaser, though the point certainly did 
not there arise, the twoequities having come together before the 
union of ‘the two mortgages, Mr. Davidson’s doctrine would, 
undvabtedly, be the more equitable; bit it is one in. which it is 
difficult to feel eutite contidence, having regard to the very 
anomalous nature of the rights sanctioned in Vint v. Padgett, 
and earlier cases. 

The criticisms in which we have indulged are, it is only fair 
to Say, founded’ rather on our taking a different view of what 
the author should have’ proposed to himself; than on any serious 
imperfection in the execution of his task: He lias thought: fit 
to give'a sketch of the law affecting mortgages, and if looked 
at mérely as a sketch it is not open to much comment. In the 
more essential part of the work, the precedents themselves, we 
have still less to complain of, though there are some cases not 
very completély provided for in any of the forms. Thus, in 
the Introduction, the law as to mortgages of after-acquired 
chattels is stated briefly and correctly, to tlie effect that, as 
mortgages, they are ineffectual to cover such after acquired 
property, and that'thée only way of getting any effectual secu- 
rity of the kind is by means of a license to seize, which, when 
acted ‘upon by'a seizure, becomes a perfect security at law as 
well 2s in’ equity. ‘The precedents, however, though they in- 
clude a mortgage of furniture purporting to grant (what ‘can- 
not be granted) future as well as present property, do not give 
us a form of a license to seize, which is unquestionably that 
which it is’ most prudent to follow whenever future property is 
intended to be covered by a security. Still, as a whole, the 
colléction of ‘tiortgage forms is about the best which a convey- 
ancer could employ, and will provide a neat precedent’ for 
almost every case for'which’ the practitioner is likely to need 
assistance. 


MR: SPENCL’S “GUIDE TO THE NEW STAMP LAWS.” 
(Further Notice.) 
Th reference to this work, reviewed in our last number, we 
haye received from the author the subjoined letter ;— 


To the Fditor of Tue Sortcirors’ Journat & Reporter. 


“Str,—The accompanying copies of the lst & 2nd, and 2nd 
altered editions of my pamphlet on the Stamp Acts, will show 
how far the statement (in effect) in the review of the publica- 

Lon Saturday, that { had palmed upon the public the first 
th papiles as a second edition, is justifiable. The 





there appeared no necessity to rewrite and reprint the work. 
To replace the old law of cheques on bankers by the new Act, 
and the explanation given of its provisions, could not have been 
done but by disarranging the remaining contents of the publi- 
cation. Under these circumstances, the only practicable course 
was adopted; and as the old law of cheques would be required 
for reference for a considerable time after the néw Act came 
into Operation, no cause exists for the complaint: that it has 
been retained in the pamphlet, and more especially as the note 
facing the title-page would prevent anyone from. being; misled 
by the old Iaw. The saleable quality of the publication was 
improved, and not “injured,” by the 19 & 20. Vict, .c.:25, 
which was added in the second altered edition... The sale of 
the publication has been, and still is, very considerable; and, 
certainly, if I do not make a complaint on, that subject, you 
have no right to make one for me. Those who know me 
will be able to judge whether I am capable of acting in; the 
manner you have suggested, or disinclined to incur. trouble or 
expense when a new edition is required. 

“ The observation, ‘ pp. 5 & 6,’ in regard to a bill of exchange, 
shows that the reviewer had not read the statement carefully, 
for he will find that not one word is said regarding a ‘ uniform’ 
duty of one penny, but that ‘a bill of exchange, draft, or order 
Sor the payment to bearer, or order on demand, is liable to the 
stamp duty of one penny. 

“With regard to cheques payable to ‘self’ I am fully aware 
that any opinion I may express is of no importance when com- 
pared with that of the law advisers of the Government; but at 
any rate there will be no harm done, if the recent alterations 
are now taken into consideration so far as. they relate to 
cheques payable ‘to self’ Under the old law,. cheques.on 
bankers were only exempt if made payable to ‘ bearer, and 
complied with other conditions. The recent Act only applied 
to cheques payable ‘to bearer.’ It is, therefore, clear. that.a 
cheque payable ‘ to self’ is governed by the former, law. ‘This; 
statement is proved to be correct by the reply,to the Chancellor 
of the Exchequer, who said that cheques. payable. ‘ to self} 
were. unaffected by the new law, but were. governed. by. the old, 
law. The law to which the Chancellor of: the Exchequer 
referred was probably that which is to be found in the schedule 
to the 55 Geo. 3, c. 184, viz. ‘ Inland Dill of exchange, draft or 
order for the payment of any sum of money, though not, made; 
payable to the bearer or order, if the same shall_he delivered to 
the payee, or some person on his or her behalf—The, same duty 
as on a bill for the like sum payable to bearer ox order.: Bu 
the delivery here spoken of is evidently intended. to :apply,to, 
the ease of where the payee is a third party unnamed; and not 
where the drawer and payee is the same person: . This suppo- 
sition is rendered still more probable from the circumstance 
that in a bill of exchange the payee may-or, may not be the 
same person as the drawer, and therefore there was no need for 
the legislative provision with respect to cheques payable ‘to 
self’ or to cheques payable. to a third party who is. named; 
for in the former case no such delivery can take place as is 
intended by the schedule, and in the latter there was.no need 
for any legislative provision, the instrument being clearly. a bill 
of exchange, as much as a cheque payable ‘ to self’ Notwith- 
standing the old case of Cheetham v. Butler, 5 B. & Adol. 837, 
acheque payable ‘to self’ would appear to be payable ‘on 
demand,’ and at any rate it is intended by the parties to, it to 
beso payable, and therefore is liable to a stamp duty. of oné 
penny. It is only of recent date to state any. time for payment 
on bankers’ cheques. So far as decided. cases are any authority, 
the relation between a banker and his customer is that of debtor 
and creditor, and therefore a banker is not. merely a depositary 
for money, as you infer. But sometimes, the customer,over- 

draws his account, and when this is the case, he has drawn out 
part of the money of the banker, Sometimes, too, the customer 
has merely a cash credit, and then how is it possible to say that 
the money he draws ont is in the same position as if he had 
taken it from his cash-box? Very frequently, also, the .cus- 
tomer receives interest on his account with the banker; and under 
the various circumstances I have mentioned, is it not the safer 
course to place a penny stamp on cheques payable ‘to self, 
quite independently of the question whether my statement is 
correct or not, but which I see no good reason to retract, for the 
exemption, if it really exists, applies to all bills of exchange which 
are made payable ‘ to self,’as the drawer of a bill of exchange is 
akvays supposed to have funds, or to be indebted to the drawer, 
Sooner or later the question will be raised, whether cheques 
payable ‘to self,’ and paid to the drawer, are exempt, and then 
we shall see whether ‘all are agreed on their exemption from 
duty.’—I am, Sir, yours very truly, 
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Now we cannot help remarking, upon the first part of the 
above letter, that it is peculiarly suitable to a special pleader, 
inasmuch as it answers the complaint preferred against him 
in our review by pleading, Ist, in effect, not guilty; and, 
2adly, a justification of the fact charged. He proposes to 
show how far the statement in our review is justifiable, which 
is, we suppose, equivalent to saying that it cannot be justified, 
or, in other words, to a plea of not guilty. Let us examine the 
little books to which Mr. Spence appeals to support this plea. 
We have before us what Mr. Spence has marked as “ first edi- 
tion,” with a preface dated 8th September, 1854, and which was 
designed to exhibit the state of the law after the passing 
of 17 & 18 Vict. c. 83. We have also before us what pur- 
ports to be the second edition of the work, with a preface 
dated 11th October, 1854, and this we take to be properly 
called the “second edition,” inasmuch as the work appears to 
have been reprinted, in answer, we suppose, to a demand which 
had exhausted the first edition. The contents of these two 
editions appear to be substantially the same, as they neces- 
sarily must have been, inasmuch as the law could undergo no 
great change during five weeks of the Long Vacation. The 
only alteration was, that the Act 17 & 18 Vict. c. 83, 
came into operation on the day of the date of the preface to 
the second edition. Mr. Spence has also sent us another copy, 
also purporting to be of the“ second edition,” and having the 
same preface, dated 11th October, 1854; but this he has 
marked, “altered by the addition of 19 & 20 Vict. c. 25 ;” 
and we find that it contains one additional page, stating and 
commenting on that Act, and giving some information as to 
the cancelling of receipt and bill stamps. This “altered 
second edition” must have been published subsequently to 
23rd June, 1856, yet the preface is dated 11th October, 
1854, and the date “1854” is on the cover. We now 
come to the copy which was before us when we wrote 
the review. ‘This’ is also called “second edition,” but 
has no date on the cover. The preface is dated 17th May, 
1858. It contains, besides additional matter, sixteen pages, 
which appear to us to have been printed at the same time 
as the corresponding portion of the “second edition” of 
1854, and the “altered second edition” of 1856. Although 
the work, in its latest form, extends to nineteen pages, the 
printer’s name appears at the bottom of page 16, which was in 
1854, but is not now, the end of the book. The “altered 
second edition ” of 1856 had, as we have stated, one page added 
at the end to what formed the “second edition ” of 1854. The 
“second edition ” of 1858 has between two and three pages of 
additional matter. The first page is nearly the same as the 
additional page of 1856, and the remainder is devoted to “ the 
important case of Simmons v. Taylor,” and to the Act 21 Vict. 
c. 20, requiring a penny stamp on cheques. There is also a 
note facing the title-page, and stating that “the following 
alterations” would be necessary after 24th May, 1858, in the 
first sixteen pages of the work, being that part of it which we 
suppose to have been printed in 1854. 

We have deemed it necessary to enter into all these tedious 
details, becanse it is desirable to avoid any verbal inac- 
euracy in the complaint which we make against Mr. 
Spence. It results from our examination of the little books 
now seen by us for the first time, that the “second edi- 
tion” of 1858 contains sixteen pages of the “second edition” 
of the 11th October, 1854. Having received and examined the 
latest form of the book only, we discovered that by far the 
greater part of it must have been printed nearly four years 
ago. We, therefore, complained that a first edition had been 
passed upon us for a second; whereas, it appears, we should 
have said that a former edition or issue had been sent to us as 
the very last. Mr. Spence, we suppose, relies on this, that all 
copies of his work published on and since 11th October, 1854, 
have “ second edition ” on the cover, and that as all such copies 
contain sixteen pages printed on or before that date, his use of 
the word “ edition” is strictly and technically correct. But the 
question is, What does a purchaser who has read Mr. Spence’s 
advertisement expect, and what does he find that he has got? Mr. 
Spence appears to think that he has done as much as his readers 
ought to demand. If so, we can only say that his notions of the 
duty of one who comes before the Jegal public as a guide, are 
entirely different to our own, “ There appeared no necessity to 
rewrite and reprint the work.” “There was “no necessity” for 
Mr. Spence to reissue his book at all, but if he wished to do so, 
we think that the alteration of the law by statutes and deci- 
sions during the last four years, did make it incumbent on him 
to rewrite and reprint the work. That he has not done so, and 
that by failing to do so he has disappointed reasonable expecta- 





tions, is the complaint which we made, and now repeat, against 
him. 


In the next place, Mr. Spence complains that we wrongly 
construed his meaning with regard to the stamps on bills. of 
exchange. We certainly did so far misunderstand him, as to 
think he had through inadvertence laid it down that bills of 
exchange generally were liable to the penny stamp. On re- 
examining the passage, however, we see that he is speaking 


readily acknowledge that we have in respect. done 
Mr. Spence some injustice, we think that many readers would 
be led by the punctuation into the same misapprehension as 
ourselves. Hence the paragraph is still illustrative of the 
danger waiting upon over compression, for which purpose alone 
it was noticed. = 

Lastly, Mr. Spence asserts that his law as to the necessity 
for a stamp on a cheque drawn payable and paid to the drawer, 
is more correct than that laid down by the Government officials, 
and carried out into every day practice, This may or may 
not be the case; but Mr. Spence has certainly committed him- 
self to what is, at all events for the present, the wrong side; 
and that without giving the reader of his book any reasons for 
the proposition laid down by him. f 


> 
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Parliamentary Proceedings. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 
Friday, June 18. 
Law or Fatse Pretences AMENDMENT BIL. 
This Bill was read a third time and passed, 


Tuesday, June 22. 


Divorce AND Marrimoniat Causes Act AMENDMENT 
Bi. 

On the motion that this Bill be read a third time, 

Lord REDESDALE said, that when this Bill was last under 
consideration, he remarked on the speed with which certain un- 
opposed causes had been decided. He was assured at that time 
that his complaint was unreasonable, and that due inquiry with 
respect to collusion was made in all the cases before the decision 
was pronounced. He had heard since, that serious objection 
was taken to that part of the business of the Court. Nine un- 
opposed causes were disposed of in one day, one of which only 
occupied the court eleven minutes. Proper precautions could not 
be taken against collusion if the proceedings were so conducted, 
It was no answer, that most were cases of bigamy on the. part 
of the husband. The niisconduct of the wife might have led to 
the bigamy; and he could not understand any cases more likely 
to give rise to a just suspicion of collusion than those in which 
bigamy was charged. Uuopposed causes, he trusted, would 
receive more care in future. 

Lord CAMPBELL expressed astonishment that the Chairman 
of the House should feel it his duty to impeach the conduct of 
judges of the land. He thought such a course rash and ill-ad. 
vised. He (Lord Campbell) was himself one of the judges of 
the Court of Divorce. He had presided in it for four or five 
days, and he could say that no causes had ever come before him 
as a judge which were more deliberately considered than those 
which were brought under the notice of the Court of Divorce 
during that time. No doubt, if the cases were examined one by 
one, it would be found that the whole facts had been ascertained 
in each case, and full justice done. In nearly all the cases the 
parties had been living separate for many years, and there was 
no possibility of collusion. 

The Bishop of Oxrorp thought the learned lord had read 
very unnecessary lecture to his noble friend, who’ had only 
spoken out what he believed were the feelings of a great body 
of persons in this country. When nine unopposed cases and one 
opposed case were disposed of in one day, those who believed in 
the sacredness of marriage as God’s ordinance, whether or not 
they held it dissoluble for great offences, could not avoid 
looking with great apprehension at the rapidity with which those 
decisions were given. The noble lord had not impugned any 
particular judgment, but was simply expressing the feelings of 
the great mass of religious and thinking p@rsons. 

Farl Granxvit.e thought, as the noble lord did not complain 
of any particular judgment, nor find fault with the law itself, 
his remarks cast a severe reflection upon the manner in w 
that law was administered. If that course were to be pu 
in future, some notice of the intended attack should be 








that the persons whose conduct was impugned might 
themselves, 


only of bills of exchange payable on demand. But though we 
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Lord CRaNworrs remarked, that rapidity of decision was an 
advantage if not attended by undue haste or the absence of 
sufficient inquiry to guard against collusion. He would ask, 
what greater there were against collusion under, the 
old mode of proceeding in their Lordships’ House than under 
the present law. The fact was, that there was at present an 
gcoumulation of cases, chiefly from the less wealthy classes, 
which had been precluded from all relief by the cost of pro- 
ceedings in their Lordships’ House. 

Lord St. Leonarps concurred with his friend opposite that 
even under the old law their Lordships had no adequate means 
of detecting whether collusion had taken place ; but, so far as 
the proceedings under the operation of the present system were 
concerned, he thought it his duty, having read the reports of the 
cases in question, to state, that, so far as he could form a judg- 
ment, justice had been properly administered. 

The Earl of WickLow, referring to the complaint which had 
been made, to the effect, that his noble friend, the Chairman of 
Committees, had given no notice that he should bring the subject 
under consideration, took occasion to state that the noble lord 
had adverted to it a few evenings before, and that the Lord Chief 
Justice had a sufficient opportunity to make inquiry into the 
correctness of the allegations which had been put forward. If 
many cases such as those which had been so rapidly despatched 
in the new Court of Divorce were to occur, the reconsideration 
of the whole question must, he thought, be the result. 

Lord REDEsDALE said, he had never made any charge against 
the law as it at present stood, as being inadequate to the 
despatch of the business before the Court. He had simply 
wished to express the opinion that the rapidity with which the 
cases he had mentioned had been disposed of—one of them, he 
believed, in eleven minutes—was such as to preclude the exercise 
of duecare and caution against collusion. The remarks which he 
had upon a former evening made upon the subject had since 
received corroboration from some of those who practised in the 


The Bill was ultimately read a third time and passed. 


PROCEDURE IN THE CHIEF CLERK’s OFFICE, COURT OF 
CHANCERY. 


The Lorp-CHANCELLOR, in rising, pursuant to notice, to call 
attention to this subject, said, shortly after he had acceded to 
office, Lord Lifford had complained of delays in the procedure 
of the Court of Chancery, mentioning, in particular, one case in 
which he himself was interested. He (Lord-Chancellor) was 
upon that occasion under the impression that the complaint 
related to delays in the chief clerk’s office, but he had since 
ascertained that their scope was more extended, and he had 

ised to institute an inquiry. In conducting that inquiry 
had received the most important assistance from Lord St. 
Leonards, who had thoroughly investigated the matter, and who 
could give their Lordships much more information than he 
could pretend to. With regard to the particular case to which 
he had alluded, he had ordered a report of the proceedings; 
and, having examined that report, he felt bound to say that 
there was some ground for the-complaints made, while, at the 
same time, no blame was attributable to the chief clerk. The 
case in question had been referred to a master in Chancery in 
the month of March, 1850, and no master’s report had been 
obtained until the month of December, 1855; no satisfactory 
explanation of the delay being afforded. He could not, how- 
ever, discover that that delay was attributable to the chief clerk. 
Meetings were appointed in the matter from time to time by 
that officer, but frequent adjournments had occurred, in con- 
sequence of the parties not being prepared with their evidence, 
and upon only two occasions had the chief clerk been answer- 
able for the postponement of the meetings, once when his only 
son was labouring under serious illness. Among the questions 
to be inquired into was, whether a certain annuitant was still 
in existence, and whether any arrears of annuity remained to be 
paid. The annuitant, he believed, had died, but the noble lord, 
and those whose interests he represented, were unable to prove 
the fact. The solicitor, he stated, was aware of the death of 
this annuitant, and he (the Lord Chancellor) suggested to the 
noble lord that the easy remedy would be to call the solicitor 
before the chief clerk, and make him prove the fact. The 
noble lord, however, told him that, as he was advised, the chief 
had no power to summon these parties in’ order to obtain 

the necessary information. He (the Lord Chancellor) could 
not believe that such a state of things could possibly exist, and 
it seemed to him, therefore, that the easy and obvious course to 
taste tt the truth of this insignificant matter was the way he 
oy ory The'case was now almost ripe for the certificate 

of the clerk, and in a few days it would probably be 





obtained. With regard to the proceedings in the offices of the 
Phief clerks, Lord St. Leonards had made a thorough in- 
vestigation, and was altogether, he believed, satisfied with the 
mode in which business was transacted there. Some changes 
might’ be beneficially introduced. ‘They were not very con- 
siderable: but if they were adopted, Lord St. Leonards was of 
opinion that the busines in the chief clerks’ offices would be 
disposed of in a most satisfactory manner. 

Lord St. LEonarps explained the alterations made respecting 
Chancery procedure in 1852. The chief clerks now had 
important duties to perform, though all were under the 
supervision of the judges; but, in the complicated cases which 
came before them, time must be consumed if justice was to be 
administered. He thought one uniform mode of proceeding 
should be established in all the masters’ offices. He had 
recently gone through those offices, and had been struck with 
the excellent arrangements of all the chief clerks he had 
seen. It was impossible for any men to be more diligent in the 
discharge of their duties, and they had as much work as they 
could perform with the closest application. Indeed, he believed 
that no serious delay or inconvenience was experienced from 
the mode in which the business of the offices was now 
administered. With regard to receivers, he considered that it 
was the duty of the Courts by whom the receivers were 
appointed to take care that they properly discharged their 
duties, He would suggest that at the end of every term 
a list should be made out in each of the chief clerks’ offices of 
all the receivers who were in default, and who had not delivered 
their accounts; that such list should be hung up in the court 
of the Lord Chancellor; and that if in fourteen days after it 
was exhibited the defaulting receivers did not come in before 
the master or chief clerk, they should be empowered to employ 
the solicitor to the Suitors’ Fund to compel such receivers to 
come in and pass their accounts, and to apply to the Court to 
remove the defaulters and appoint other receivers in their places. 
The evil of unsuitable chambers in which the chief clerks had 
to transact business ought to be immediately corrected; and it 
was well worthy the consideration of the Government whether 
it was not advisable to erect new courts with chambers 
attached ‘so that there might be constant communication 
between the judge and his chief clerk, and between the chief 
clerk and the clerks under him), on the east side of Stone- 
buildings, sending the registrars and other officers now in the 
buildings which stood on that site to the masters’ offices, which 
had become the property of the Crown. 

Lord CRANWoRTH said, he had heard the statement of the 
learned lord with satisfaction. His friend had been in the 
highest degree instrumental in the reform of the Court of Chan- 
cery. He became the holder of the Great Seal shortly after his 
friend’s Act passed in 1852. The holder of the Great Seal 
practically did not come into contact with the chief clerks. 
They were attached to the Master of the Rolls and the Vice- 
Chancellors. But he felt that one of the main duties imposed 
on him was to see that the new system introduced. by the Act 
of 1852 was p-operly carried out, and with that view he followed 
the course which he recommended to his successor, of having 
an interview every term with the judges, and inquiring whether 
matters were conducted in the mode contemplated by the Act. 
Every contested matter which was begun, should be carried on 
until ended; but it was not possible always. For example, the 
chief clerk had to inquire who were the creditors of a person 
deceased. Advertisements were issued calling upon the creditors 
to come in by a certain day and prove their debts. On the day 
appointed it was found there were other creditors who had not 
heard a word upon the subject—perhaps, too, the deceased was 
a trader, dealing with persons in Australia or in India, who 
could not possibly have had notice. There was no blamable 
delay, but, for the attainment of justice, a postponement was 
necessary. ‘Then, again, it was not always possible to go on 
with the same case from beginning to end. A case of import- 
ance was fixed for Thursday, and it was calculated to last until 
Saturday. But on Saturday it was not finished, and choice had 
to be made between postponing it until Thursday or Friday in 
the following week, and going on with it on the Monday, to the 
great inconvenience of persons engaged in the cases previously 
fixed for that day. It was impossible to lay down any rule that 
should never be departed from. Early in the career of the new 
systém it was arranged that every day for an hour or two there 
should be a time fixed for unimportant applications, so that 
they might be disposed of without interfering with long and 
heavy cases. He had always felt, however, that the real 
improvement was not to be effected by legislation, but was, so 
to speak, mechanical. It would be an advantage. if they could 





place the judge in a court, with a superfluity of chambers 
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attached to it, in which the clerks and junior clerks could con- 
duct’ their business in immediate conference with the judge. It 
was difficult and inconvenient, for example, for a clerk to 
leave his chambers and walk 100 or 150 yards off to consult 
the judge. At one time he thought that the benchers of 
Lineoln’s-inn were disposed to give up a large portion of their 
inn for the purpose of building new courts there. Difficulties 
presented themselves, but he was sure that the erection of 
good courts, with chambers for the clerks, would be of greater 
service than any regulation or orders that could be made. 

Lord Camppett had heard the explanation of Lord St. 
Leonards with great satisfaction. He believed that the 
complaints were not directed against the Lord Chancellor or 
the Master of the Rolls, but referred to the Master's office. 
He trusted that the Lord Chancellor would direct his attention 
to the discharge of business in the clerk’s office. 

Lord Lirrorp thought that the suitors in the Court of 
Chancery had reason to be grateful to Lord St. Leonards He 
believed that the complaint was not against the judges of the 
Court, but that the Court had not the power to check useless 
expenses and to prevent frivolous and vexatious motions 


THe NoRTHUMBERLAND AND DurHAM Bank. 


Earl Grey presented a petition from the shareholders 
complaining of the conduct of the directors of the Northumber- 
land and Durham Bank, and expressed a hope that where there 
were grounds a prosecution would be instituted by the Govern- 
ment, as in the case of the directors of the British Bank. 


LEASES AND Sates oF SETTLED Esrazes Act. 


Lord Cranworru laid on the table a Bill to amend the 
Leases and Sales of Settled Estates Act, which was read a first 
time. 

Prosate Acr AMENDMENT BIt1. 

This Bill was read a third time and passed. 

Thursday, June 24. 
TransFeR OF Reav Estate Bi. 


On the order being read for the second reading of this Bill, 

Lord BrovGuam said, all men were agreed that something 
must be done to facilitate the transfer of real property. Some 
years ago a commission, which was appointed under . the 
Presidency of the late Lord Beaumont, came to the conclusion 
that the heaviest burden on land was the cost of transfer; and 
recommendations which they made led to improvements in the 
law relating to real property which he was anxious to see 
further extended. As a proof of the value of legislation in 
that direction, the agent of a noble duke told him that a Bill 
which he (Lord Brougham) had been instrumental in passing 
had effected a saving in the management of the duke’s 
estates of between £7000 and £8000 in one year. Copy- 
hold property was conyeyed by all species of conveyance 
—mortgage, exchange, purchase, and bequest—at a small 
cost and with perfect security, and there was no reason 
why all property should not be dealt with in the same 
manner. The Encumbered Estates Court had been resorted 
to by persons who desired to obtain a speedy, cheap, and safe 
trausference of property. During the five years ending in 1854, 
there had been 2400 cases heard in that court, which had 
resulted in 1448 sales, producing £14,155,000, and every sort 
of contrivance had been resorted to in order to obtain the bene- 
fit of a sale by that court. The Bill which he had been about 
to ask their Lordships to read a second time applied to that sub- 
ject, but, considering the period of the session, and that a 
measure of that kind must necessarily be referred to a select 
committee, it would be better to allow the Bill to stand over 
until next session. 

Lord CAMPBELL expressed his approval of the course pro- 
posed, stating his opinion that the best mode of effecting an 
amendment in the law of real property would be to provide a 
general register of deeds. 

Lord CaaNWoRTH suggested the expediency of withdrawing 
the Bill, and leaving the subject with which it dealt to be con- 
sidered by his friend on the woolsack. 

Lord Baovenam acted upon this suggestion, and the Bill 
was withdrawn. 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 
Monday, June 21. 
Joust Stocwx Companies Acts AmuenpmEst Bix. 





This Bill was read a third time and passed. 


Mr. BarsBer’s CoMMITTEE. 

The committee to consider the case of Mr, Barber was Romi 
nated, ie a ae 

Mr. §. Worttey protested against awarding compensatj 
under such circumstances, as he thought it Was ikaly to lead 
great inconvenience. ; By 

Tuesday, June 22. 
CHANCERY. Lunatics. 

Mr. Tire, in moving for a select committee to inquire into the 
laws relating to lunatics under the care of the Court of Chan- 
cery, said, he was sorry to find that his motion was to be 
opposed. ‘There were thirty-cight lunatic asylums in England 
and Wales, and the cnres amounted to 14 per cent, during the 
year. The number of lunatics under the care of | the Lord 
Chancellor. was'551. The income of their. property’ was 
£240,000, and the sum devoted to their support was £160,000, 
being an average of £300 per head; yet in regard to’ these 
lunatics the greatest complaints were made. The number:of 
cures among them did not amount to 2 per cent. . There were 
two medical mén appointed to visit these 550 lunatics, scattered 
all over England and Wales, and their salary was only £500 
year, so that he left the House to imagine the kind of attention 
paid. ‘The sums paid for maintenance was in some cases suffi- 
cient to:make the fortunes of the keepers. In on2 case not less 
than £1100 a-year was paid for the maintenance of one person; 
and in another an ex-serjeant of police had £400 a-year fora 
clergyman, that being the only means he had:of supporting his 
wife and family. One of the medical mem took his degree of 
Doctor of Medicine as far back as 1806, so that from him much 
activity could not be looked for. Then the réports made 'by the 
medical men were kept secret; and it was impossible to get any 
account of the way in which the money was expended on the 
patients. If a committee were granted, he would.be able to 
prove that there was an urgent call for the interference of ‘the 
Legislature. He then moved for a select committee te inquire 
into the laws relating to lunatics under the care of the Court:of 
Chancery. 

The SoniciroR-GENERAL said, before they agreed to enter 
upon such an investigation as that proposed, they must’ consider 
whether there was time and opportuhity for carrying it to a 
satisfactory termination. ‘The investigation should net be .con- 
fined to three or four cases under the jurisdiction pf, the Lord 
Chanceller, but extend to the whole lunaties of the country. 
The Act which regulated the care and treatment of. lunatics 
was passed in 1853. Every means should, be taken, to, watch 
the operation of a new law, and upon such a, subject, whenever 
anybody could say with plausibility that there were cases which 
required investigation, no time should be Jost. in) instituting 
inquiries, because lunatics could mot. protect. themselves, 
But at this late period of the session it would. be .impossible to 
procure the services of members who. had directed .their 
attention to the subject, and vain to hope that. any committee 
could arrive at a satisfactory result, He therefore hoped that 
Mr. Tite would not press his motion to a division, In proper 
time next session, neither the Government nor the. Lord 
Chancellor would throw any obstacles in the way of a full and 
complete investigation into the working of the Act of 1853, 
both as regarded the lunatics under the jurisdiction of the Court 
of Chancery and the general subject of the care and. treatment 
of lunatics throughout the country. Meanwhile, any person 
who had a complaint to make with respect to.the treatment of 
a lunatic was entitled to apply to the Lord. Chancellor, the 
Lords Justices,.or the Commissioners in Lunacy, whether he 
was connected with the lunatic or not; and without any. expense 
to the party complaining an inquiry was, instantly ordered, and 
immediate redress obtained. As to the fact, that, whereas, the 
per-centage of recoveries in the case of lunatics generally was 
very large, few, if any, of the lunatics under the care of the Lord 
Chancellor ever recover at ull, it should be recollected, that it was 
only when persons became confirmed lunatics that applications 
weremade to the Courtof Chancery. Nor wasitcorrect to:say that 
the Act of 1853 had proved radically defective: it had reduced:the 
expense of proceedings in lunacy from £200 to betaveen 450 
and £60, and had Jed to. the adoption of a syste, by. which 
everything connected with the caye of the persons or, property 
of lunatics was directed by the Masters in. chambers, without 
the smallest trouble or cost to the parties concerned. Mr. ‘Tite 
had also objected to the present mode of visitation as inguflicient, 
Now, private asylums were subjected not, merely to, the. visita- 
tion of the two visitors appointed by the Lord Chancellor, but 
to the coustant inspection of the commission presided. over by 
Lord Shaftesbury ; and the ] angtiog andes the care of t 
of Chancery had the system . 
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would be desirable, however, that the visitors appointed by the 
lord Chancellor should visit the patients more frequently 
during the year, but in that case it would be necessary to 
increase their salaries. At present, in consequence of orders 
recently laid down by the Lord Chancellor and the Lords Jus- 
tices, the annual visitation was one of the most effective 
cliaracter, and resulted in a categorical report as to the manner 
in which the lunatics were treated. Mr. Tite had complained 
that the reports on official visits to those asylums were kept 
secret. But did he not know the reason for that secrecy? 
Did he suppose that it would be agreeable to the friends of 
$s to have laid before that House circumstances 
which must be painful? . If, therefore, those reports were made 
ic, it would have to be without names, and they would 
be useless. No doubt Dr. Southey was far advanced in life, 
but any one who was acquainted with the energy, skill, expe- 
rience, and activity of Dr. Southey, would be of opinion that no 
man’s services would be more valuable than his in the depart- 
ment in which he laboured. Mr. Tite had complained that 
sums for maintenance were spent without any account ren- 
dered. For many years past it had always been thought 
desirable to get the relatives of lunatics to take charge of them 
in their own houses. In those cases an allowance was made, and 
noaccount was asked for unless it was shown to the Lord Chan- 
cellor that the lunatic was not receiving the care and comforts 
intended. But when the lunatic was committed to the care of 
a stranger, an allowance, not to exceed a particular sum, was 
made for.so much as should be expended in his maintenance, 
and an account must be rendered of its expenditure. He would 
conclude by stating, that, whenever there might be a fair ground 
of complaint with respect to the treatment of any of the per- 
sons affii with lunacy, it would be the wish of the Govern- 
ment to institute a full investigation. 

Mr. DrumMonp did not hesitate to say that the treatment of 
lunatics under the erders of the Court of Chancery was much 
worse than in other cases, and that those persons received much 
less supervision. Last year the management of lunatics in 
Scotland underwent discussion in that House, and the law 
which regulated that management was said, as had now been 
said of the law in this part of the kingdom, to be admirable ; 
but, notwithstanding that, the treatment of the lunatics in 
Scotland was most infamous. Cases could be brought forward 
of the treatment of lunatics under the orders of the Court of 
Chancery nearly as bad as any that were adduced last year ; 

he contended that any law relating to lunatics was useless 
which did not provide for regular, systematic, and stringent 
inspection of lunatic asylums. He thought the question one 
deserving the fullest consideration. 

Mr. Tire thanked the Solicitor-General for his statement, 
and would for the present withdraw his motion. 

The motion was withdrawn. 


Bankruptcy & INsoOLVENcY. 


Lord J. Russet, in asking leave to introduce a Bill upon 
the subject of the Bankruptcy and Insolvency laws, said, that 
he was chairman of a meeting held some time ago, when a com- 
mittee was appointed, consisting of delegates from va~ious com- 
mercial bodies and trades, to draw up a scheme for the amend 
ment of the existing law. Those delegates met and agreed 
upon certain points, which were embodied in the Bill which 
they had requested him to introduce, in order that the attention 
of the law officers of the Crown might be directed to the 
matter. The grievance complained of by traders was, that the 
costs of the present Court of Bankruptcy were so great that 
about 30 per cent. of the assets realised was consumed in ex- 
_— ine proposal in the Bill was to abolish the distinction 

ween bankruptcy and insolvency, and to unite the two exist- 
ing courts, so that all insolvent persons should be declared 
bankrupts. In the next place, when a person was declared a 
bankrupt, all his property, after the adjudication, was to be 

in an official assignee until the first meeting of creditors, 
when the creditors should have power to nominate an assignee 
to whom the estate should be transferred. It was also proposed 
that the whole process should be simplified and made cheaper. 
In certain cases, after an adjudication had been made, creditors 
cat ated. apy to resort to a county court, which was 
another le of the proceedings. Other provisions 
Were inserted in the Bill, by one of which a portion of the 
retiring allowances was to be placed upon the Consolidated 
Fund; but the main principle was the consolidation of the two 
existing systems, He only asked leave to introduce the 
measure, without to further with it in the 
present eeasion, but in to give the House and the Govern- 
ment an opportunity of the suggestions it embodied 





before legislating. He concluded by asking leave to bring in a 
Bill to amend and consolidate. the laws relating to pts. 
and insolvents. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL said, a Bill was about to he 
introduced in the other House, which it was hoped would 
remedy many of the objections that had been raised to the 


,existing system. He had regretted to find that the noble lord’s 


Bill did. not profess to deal with the state of the law relating to. 
insolvent joint-stock companies. The effect of recent legis- 
lation had been such that at present, when a joint-stock 
company became insolvent, it was impossible to do justice to 
the creditors, or anything like justice to the shareholders, without 
instituting proceedings in bankruptcy and also in Chancery, the 
necessary consequence of which was a conflicting jurisdiction, 
increased. litigation, and great expense. With respect. to the 
provisions of the noble lord’s Bill, he should abstain from any 
comment at present; but he was glad to find that.it proposed to 
abolish the distinction between bankruptcy and mere insolvency, 
although he feared it went too far in proposing to make 
all British subjects liable to be made bankrupt. 

Mr. HEADLAM agreed that some consolidation of the exist- 
ing Winding-up Acts was requisite, but he did not think that 
that subject should be mixed up with the improvement of the 
bankruptcy law in general. ‘The Winding-up Acts had been 
passed from time to time, and now formed a series of Acts 
which left the law in a state of confusion. The Government 
would, perhaps, consider the subject during’ the recess, with a 
view to introduce some general measure in the ensuing session. 

Leave was then given, and the Bill was brought in and read 
a first time. 

Coroners’ INQUESTS. 

Mr. CosBett, in moving the appointment of a select com- 
mittee to consider the law and practice as to inquests, and the 
remuneration of coroners, said, his object was virtually the re- 
appointment of the committee appointed in 1851. In conse- 
quence of the Poor Law Commissioners havisig, in 1837, thrown 
the whole of the expenses of inquests upon the county rates, 
feuds had arisen in several counties between the county magis- 
trate and the coroners as to the payment of the fees for hold- 
ing inquests. He concluded by moving that a select committee 
be appointed to consider the state of the law and practice as 
regards the taking of inquisitions in case of deaths; the appoint- 
ment, duties, and remuneration of the officers employed therein; 
and whether it is expedient that any, and if so, what altera- 
tions should be made in such matters. 

The CHANCELLOR of the ExcHEeQueR said, that, as the sub- 
ject introduced was likely to lead to a long discussion, he 
it his duty to move the adjournment of the debate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Thursday, June 24. 
ALLOWANCES TO WITNESSES AT SESSIONS AND ASSIZES. 


Mr. Coxiins (in the absence of Mr. Powell) asked the 
Secretary of State for the Home Department whether the 
Government intended to publish a new and more liberal table 
of allowances to witnesses at sessions and assizes, and whether 
such table would be published so as to be made use of at the 
approaching assizes and sessions ; also whether the Govern- 
ment intended to propose a more liberal scale of fees for 
solicitors engaged in conducting prosecutions. 

Mr. WALPOLE said, the present table of allowances and 
scale of fees inust continue until those who had been appointed 
to consider the subject had presented their report. 


pit 


Pending Measures of Law Reform. 


WILLS, &c., OF BRITISH SUBJECTS ABROAD 
BILL. (H.C.) 
[ Mr. Attorney-General, } 

1. Every will, codicil, or other testamentary paper made by 
any British subject domiciled at the time of his decease out of 
the United Kingdom shall, if made and executed according to the 
law for the time being of any part of the United Kingdom, be 
valid and effectual, and admitted in England or Ireland to 
bate, or in Scotland to confirmation, as if such British subject 
had been domiciled at the time of his decease in that part of 
the United Kingdom according to the law of which such will, 
codicil, or testamentary paper is made and executed, and shall 
operate in all respects throughout her Majesty's dominions as 
if such British subject had been so domiciled. 

2. Provided always, that any will, codicil, or testamentary 
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paper which, gots to the law for the time being of the 

in which any British subject is domiciled at the time of 

is decease, would be valid, shall, subject to any revocation or 

alteration thereof made by any later will, codicil, or testamen- 

tary paper made valid by this Act, and to any dispositions and 

provisions iioas therein contained, be as valid and effectual as if this 
Act had not been passed. 

3. Where any British subject domiciled out of the United 
Kingdom at the time of his decease dies intestate as to any 
personal or moveable estate which is within or recoverable 
within any part of the United Kingdom, the right to adminis- 
tration thereof shall belong to the same persons, and the residue 
thereof, after payment of debts and expenses, shall be distributed, 
go, and devolve to, upon, and among the same persons, and 
according to the same rules of distribution and succession, as 
if such British subject had died domiciled in that part of the 
United Kingdom in which he was previously domiciled, or, if 
he were domiciled at different times in different parts of the 
United Kingdom, then in that part of the United Kingdom in 
which he was last domiciled. 

4. Nothing herein contained shall apply to any will, codicil, 
or testamentary paper, or to the administration, distribution, or 
succession of or to the personal or moveable estate of any per- 
son who is dead at the time of the passing of this Act. 


»™ 
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SITTINGS IN ERROR. 
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Hodgson v. Lett (F'. C. & Ptn.) 
Dobinson v. Armstrong (Mtn. for 


dec.) 

Cradock v. Cradock (do. ) 
Frayne v. Gummer (F. C.) 
Austin’. The Lambeth Vestry (Mtn. 

for dec.) 
Bushby v. Graham (F. C.) 
Burdon v. Burdon (do.) 
Peckett v. Juggins fap. for dec.) 
Johns v. Coryton (F, C,) 
Maltby 7. Poole (Mtn. for dec.) 
Bainbrigge ». Woods (Cause) 
Bell v. Balding (Mtn. for dee.) 
Walton v. Wright (F. C.—short) 
Cruickshank v, Cruickshank (F. C.) 
Antwis ¢. Mogford (Mtn. for dec.) 
Oswald v. Oswald (Cause) 
Adams v. Abbot (F. C.) 
Merry v. Shaw (do.) 

Renticy’e. Bliizard A bbe for dec. 7 We 
Meo ae, . 


(do.) 
Raiker v. Pike (¥, C.) 

Hale v. Elwin (Mtn. for dec.) 
Sankey v. Sayer (F. C.) 
Quinton «. Sayer (Cane) 
Lewis vo, Elliott ( 
Cobh o. sony uy for dee.) 
Greenman v, Waterman (F. C.) 


Cooper v. Greene (F.C.) 

Tovey v. Moody [2] (do.) 

Taylor v, Taylor (Cause) 

Norris ». Allen (Mtn. for dec.) 

Harrison v. Pennell (do,) 

Blackmore v. Powell (do.) 

Harcombe v. eB ed Cause) 

Lane v. Page (Mtn. sap ec.) 

Helling v. Lumley (4 

The Collins Com; en v monies (do.) 

Ross v. Simson ( 

bE teacdha Pontin teh, for dec.) 
artin +e weauee om (On 


Uoeaien % ae ley yo) 

Rayner v, Harford (Mtn, vats 
Potter v. Potter (do. oly 
Swinburne v, Cam 


















cd. 





: iF 


" Jour 26, 1858. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 
meas = aes 





a ae a 7 


m By cheap (2) F.C.) 
Head v. Manley (Cause 
Bellingham v. Stewart Mtn. for de.) 


re Canning 
Walis¢. Bell v. Bell [2] } (F.C. & smns.) 


Bryant v. Easterson (Mtn. for dec.) 
East India Company v. Dyce Sombre 


0.) 
way: Oldfield (F. C.—sht.) 
Coulton v. Horn (F. C.) 
Hannam v. Seirs (do.—sht.) 
Gordon v. Anderson (Mfn. for dec.) 
eholaen » v. Newton re) 
Inve Taylor 1 we C. from cham- 


Taylor 
Sow nk cy 
Looker v. Moss (do.) 

Turner v. lace (ta, for dec.) 
ps mepete in (do.) 


Lm 


Vice-CHANCELLOR Sim 


a tT ? 


‘jeeeee C. "i 


ebrs. & mtn.) 
Ordell «. Davenport (F. C.) 
Pugh v. Pugh (Mtn. for dec.) 


Wynn v. Townsend (F. C. & mtn.) 

Reilly v. Lane (Mtn. for dec.) 

King v. Welch (do.) 

King v. Welch [3] (F. C.) 

Lewis v. Hughes (Mtn. for dec.) 

Stevens v. Stevens (F. C.) 

Laity v. Laity (Cause) 

Byers v. Dickinson (F. C.) 

Greene v. Norton (do.) 

Starkey v. Overbury (Mtn. for dec.) 

Lunn ¥. Knight (Cl.) 

Crosby v. Hudson (Cause) 

Fowler v. Scottish Equitable Assur- 
ance Society (Cause) 

Cocks v. Calvert (Claim) 

Fleming v.Fleming ta for dec., sh.) 

Meynell v. Wright (F. C.) 

Swainson v. Phat tl (do.) 

Williams ». Cobb (Cause) 

Lockwood v, Wheelwright (F. C.) 

Jarvis v. Ferguson (Mtn. for dec.) 





Nicholson v. Patrickson (do.) 


Nokes v. Edwards (do.) 


WILLIAM P. WOOD, 


CAUSES, 


Williams v. ye of Beaufort (D. 
—part hea 
v. ee (D.) 
v. Moore (Ex. to answer) 
leston v. New (D.) 

lian Auxiliary Steam Clipper 

~ Co. Limited v. Monnsey (do.) 
. Merchant Taylors’ 


v Pearse ea for dec.) 

Rogers v. 

Earp 0. aed oo duty 2) 

Aierger-Sier. v. East Dereham Corn 
Exchange Co. (do. Mek heard) 

Ayn aS Harris (Mtn. for ace. — 


Ree Ath Peters (Sp. case) 
well v. Hankins (PF. C. & sums.) 
Attorney-General v. Mathias (Cause 
t heard) 
eet v. Woolmer (Mtn. for 


8 ne v. Whitfield (F. C. & sums. 
to vary Crt 

Stewart v. Jones (Sp. case) 
Forbes v. Forbes (F. C.) 

Cramp v. Playfoot (do.) 

Wechslife v. Horrabin (Mtn. for 


dec.) 
bi 5 aie v. Kibblethwaite 


tier v. Firth (Mtn. for dec.) 
peed v. Leather (do,) 
rv. Clough (do.) 
aa pots v. Jayne (Cause) 
nv. Smith (Mtn. for dec.) 
» an Company v. Thomas 
0. 

Harting v. Founering ham (Cause) 
Pearce v. Lindsay (do.) 
Maddison v. Chataisn (Mtn. for dec.) 
Murrell v. Lee (do.) 
Lingard v. Lingard (Cl 
Fisher v. Ward ta} a. ¢ 
Parker v. iy! (Mtn. air tee: ) 
Cox v. pers (F. C.) 

Woods v acroft (Cl.) 
Jones v. Peppercorne (Cause) 
lesiter v. rene oe for dec.) 
Reeks v. Reeks (F. 
Morgan v. Stevens i for dec.) 
Tnnan v. Clare (do.) 
Canham v. a (do.) 
Roberts v. Greville (Cause) 
Fortescue v, Bishop of Oxford (Mtn. 

for dec.) 
Green v. Scott (do,) 


Norton v. Nicholls (do.) 
Mogg v. Mogg (do.) 





dJesser v. Gutch (Cl.) 


Purdy v. Purdy (Cause) 

Cartmale rv. Proffitt (F. C.) 

Leedham y. Chawner (do.) 

Bell v. The Midland Railway Cem- 
pany (Mtn. for dec.) 

Lewis v. Young (Cause) 

Ditchett v. Tremlett (do.) 

Price's Patent Candle Company, 
Limited v. Bauven’s Patent Can- 
dle Company, Limited (do.) 

Todd v. Williams (do.) 

McMahon +. Herne (¥. C.) 

Lester v, Waterson (Mtn. for dec.) 

Clarke v. Young (do.) 

Allin o. Harris (FP. C.) 

Badger v. Shaw (Sp. C.) 

Gwyn v. Watney (Cause) 

Ewring rv. Addison (SP. €.) 

Cattley v. Arnold (F. C.) 

Gahagan v. Hinks (Mtn. for dec.) 

Toppin v. Pike (do.) 

Webb v. Sergeant (do.) 

Whalley v. Whalley (Cause) 

Vokins v. Gray (Mtn. for dec.) 

Thompson v. Naas (do.) 

Crowther v. Sutcliffe (Fur. hearing) 

Townshend v. Williams (Cause) 

Macnee v. Nimmo (Mtn. for dec.) 

Grosvenor v. Greene (Cause) 

Roberts v. Turner (F. C.) 

Venning v. Lloyd (Mtn. for dec.) 

Rhodes v. Rhodes (do.) 

Nicholls yp. Elford (do.) 

Walrond v. Rosslyr (do.) 

Webster rv. Taylor [2x. F. D. & ests.) 

aS yoy v. Ood Deen (Mtn. for 


ug “ x Mogg (do.) 

jams v. ‘Todd (Cause) 
Smite v. Prothero (F. C.) 
Richards v. Watkins (Cause) 
Gosling v. Gosling (Sp. case) 
Summers v. King (Mtn. for dec.) 
Western Bank of Londen v. South- 

all (Cause) 
Allen v. Talbot (Mtn. for dec.) 
Owen v. Crouch (F. C.—sht.) 
Puxley v. Puxley (Mtn. for dec.) 
Kipling v. Coulthard (do.) 
Solly v. Solly (do.) 
Tempest v. Tempest (F, C.) 
Hargrave v. Sayory (Mtn. for dec.) 
Coles v. Courtenay (F. C.) 
Walker v. Williams (Cause) 
Packer v. Ingram (Mtn. for dec.) 
Blakey v. Purchion (do.) 
Becke v. Becke (Sp. case) 
Williams v. Tyley (F. C.) 
Powell v. Heather (Cause) 
De be a v. De Pontigney (do. 
—sht. 

Longfttaif v. Wells (Cl.) 
Palaviet v. Gardiner (¥. C.) 


————-—>————- 
Births, Marriages, and Deaths. 
. BIRTHS. 


sr age June 22, at oy) 
. " iter-at-Law, of & son. 
clitbn 


illiam Carpenter, of a 


14 Porchester-square, the wife of Richard Bax- 
ris 
R—On June 90,’ at 8 Tectory- villas, Shacklewell, the wife of 


EVEREST. On June 21, at ra oe ine-rtin, the wife of W. Alexander 


Everest, Esq., ‘Solicitor, of a daughter 
VENOUR—On June 20, at 13 hye a terrace, Hyde-park, the wife of 
en Charles Venour, Esq., of 
en June 18 yat 35 Wipole-sreet, the wife of Henry Ward, Esq., 











a a 
Wanklsard. 1 

CASS AME On, June 1, at Fy mg erty Ramsgate, b: Baws > 

Davies, i it. Robert Barclay ro pe N., son of 

ry B. Cay, Solicitor, Vale, ee. to Acgusta Del’H . 


ter of Pehert Ranking, Esq., of the Vale, Ramsgate, ‘ate of 
Pore JE FERY—On June 22, at St. Luke’s chapel in the Cathedral, 
Norwich, gi “pbs Rev. Jeffery Watson Millard, rector of Sh 
folk, William Pulley, Esq., of Lincoln’s-inn, Barrister-at-Law, to pg 
Aare. eldest daughter of the late Clare Jeffery, Esq., of Swaffham, Nor- 


THOMAS—WATSON—On June 17, at the parish church, Leamingten, ey 
the Rey. T. Bowen, Edward Cory Thomas, of Edgbaston, son of the late 
Thomas Thomas, Esq., Recorder of Swansea, to Julia Anne, eldest 
daughter of Mr. F. P. Watson, of Rutland-house, Leamington. 

DEATHS. 

HARRIS—On May 16, at Park-lodge, Cambridge, Ann, wife of Henry 
Hemington Harris, Esq., Solicitor. 

HOOPER—On June 20, at 10 Marine-parade, Dawlish, of whooping-cough 
Mary Richards, youngest daughter of Henry Wilcocks ‘Hooper, Esq., of 
Exeter, Solicitor, aged 12 months. 

——— 


Anclaimed Stock in the Bank of England. 

The Amount of Stock heretofore standing in the following Names will be 
transferred to the Parties claiming the same, unless other Claimants 
appear within Three Months :— 

Harvey, Rosert, Esq., jun., Norwich, deceased, £11,931 : 5 : 0 Four per 
Cents.—Claimed by Sir Rosert Jonw Harvey, one of the exeeutors 

Hastings, Rev. James, of Martley, Worcestershire, £167 : 9 : 0 Reduced. 
—Claimed by Rev. Henny James Hastincs, administrator with the will 
annexed. 

HENNIKER, Right Hon. Jonny, Baron, of Thornham-hall, Suffolk, and Joun 
Heaton, Esq., of Plas Heaton, Denbighshire, £44,459: 19 : 9 Congoli- 
dated.—Claimed by Right Hon. Jonn Baron HennixER. 

Hopeson, MAry ANN, Spinster, Wanstead, Essex, £2,000 3%. 10s. per Cent. 
Reduced.— Claimed by Mary Ann Hopeson. 

Jones, Many, Spinster, Trotworth, Gloucestershire, £159 : 9 : 2 Consels. 
—Claimed by Ex1zaseru Haywaxp, Widow, the administratrix. 

Orr, Lieut.-Gen. Jonx, Gloncester-place, Portman- << are, £8,000 ey 
Five per Cents—Claimed by Epwarp Oaksetey & Hueu Woon, 8 
ing executors of Susanna Ogr, Widow, whe was ‘sole executrix of said 
Joun OpR. 

Orr, Susanna, Widow, Gloucester-place, Portman-square, £686 : 0: 9 Re- 
duced.—Claimed by Epwarp Oaketey & Hven Woop, the surviving 
executors: 

Parsons, Francis Crang, Goathurst, Somerset, and Grorcs PARKER, 
Gent., Bridgewater, Somerset, £66 Consols. — Claimed by FRancis 
CRANE Parsons & GEORGE PARKER. 

Savace, Maritpa, Spinster, Stroud, Gloucestershire, £100 37. 10s. per 
Cent. Annuities, 1818 (principal paid in full, October 10, 1844).—Cla imed 
by Matitpa Savace. 

Sprer, Rev. Witrrep, Clerk, Thames Ditton, Witt1aM Speer, Esq., Park 
Prospect, and Jonn Mort, Esq., Thames Ditton, £27 : 6 : 10 Consols. 
—Claimed by Saran Speer, Widow, the sole executrix of said Warrsp 
Speer, who was the survivor. 

Wittss, Francis, Esq., Hanger-hill House, Ealing, Middlesex, Caarnorrs 
Lovett, Widow, Cole-park, Malmsbury, Wilts, and Samcsn Bewox¥ 
Brooke, Esq., Montagne-place, Clapham, Surrey, £601 : 19:3 Consela. 
—Claimed by Samus. Benpry Brooke, the survivor. 

Wretent, Henry, deceased, and Gites Hitton, Bankers, both of Fayer- 
sham, £4,500 4/7 per Cents. 1780.—Claimed by Grezs Hitter. 


—>—- 
Heirs at Raw and Wert of Hin. 


Advertised for in the London Gazette and elsewhere during the Week. 


Hvntinetoy, Isaac, Yeoman, formerly of Oulton, in the parish of Wigton, 
Cumberland, deceased. His next of kin at the time of the decease of his 
wite, Jane Huntington, who died on May 5 last, to send in their claims to 
Messrs. Stu(iholme & Were, Solicitors, Wigton. 

SMALLMAN, Soon, Gunner, late of Letter B Company, 3rd Battalion, Zast 
India Artillery, Madras, St. Thomas's Mount (who died seventeen years 
ago). His lawful issue to apply te Mr. Smaliman, 60 Acton-street, Gray’s- 


inn-road. 
eel eamentemt 


SMonep Market. 


CITY, Frmay Eventye, 
The increased demand for money noticed during the present 
week is not sufficiently extensive to be generally operative in 
the market. On the Stock Exchange the supply continues 
plentiful at 2 per cent. Both in the English and Foreign 
Funds there is a total absence of animation, and railway 
shares continue to show depression, caused by the absence of 
confidence that any material increase in traffic is near at hand. 
The closing price of Consols this afternoon is 95$-to 959 per 
cent., showing no variation from this day w 
From the Bank of England return for the week ending the 
23rd inst., it appears that the amount of notes in circulstion is 
£19,449,195, being a decrease of £8210; and the stock of 
bullion in both departments is £18,033,136, showing an in- 
crease of £113,686 when compared with the previous return. 
The arrivais of gold during the week have been large ; but 
as the demand on the continent continues, the amount remain- 
ing in the Bank of England. is. not materially affected. The 


packet to the Kast Indies, which di onions to-morrow, takes out 


silver to the amount of no more ; by which it 
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appears that the demand, which had become considerable, had 
fallen off. 

In the corn market prices have lately been well maintained, 
notwithstanding the influence of brilliant weather. Large 
purchases on English account are reported from Russia. 
These circumstances indicate an opinion that the price of grain 
is not likely to go lower. 

a ed 


English #Hunds. 


Eneiisu Funps. Sat. Mon. | Tues. | Wed. | Thur. | Fri. 
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3 per Cent. Red. Ann...| 953 % | 953 § 955 6 4 95 6 | 95% 
3 per Cent. Cons. Ann...} .. at ee ee <o os 
New 3 per Cent. Ann...| 95% (95§ $ §/95§ § 6) 953 6 | 95§ 63) 95% 
New 2} per Cent.Ann..| .. re ae es ee By 


5s Path sa pthecomtit 


). 
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veo pen ep Jan. 8 ee ee 1 1 eo 1 


Do. 30 years (exp. ‘Apr.5, 
1885 
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India Stock. ee o os ae ee nt 
India Loan Debentures es 993 99§ 99§ 99 
India Scrip.......... oe es me as 99 
India Bonds (i 000) l7s p | 2ls p om lisp | lisp 





Do. (under £1,000).....} .. - lis p oa l7s p | 21s p 
Exch. pe gee Mar.} 30s p |3ls35sp| 32s p (32s36sp, 36s p | .. 
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Ditto June....| 20s p |21s22sp} 18s p {18s 22sp! .. 24s p 
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Scottish Central Rbhi:ee ve 108 én 109 
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London Gasettes. 
Commissioners to administer Paths in Chancery. 


Turspay, June 22, 1858. 


LipstonE, GaBriet BEER, Gent., Kingsbridge, Devon. June 10, 
WALKER, Epwaxrp, Gent., Dolgelly, Merionethshire. June 8. 


Fripay, June 25, 1858. 


Park, Goprrey Ricuarp, Gent., Hedon, Yorkshire. June 21. 
Rogers, Epwarp Jonn Boutpssson, Gent., Penryn, Cornwall. June 17, 


Bankrupts. 


TorspaY, June 22, 1858. ° 


AINLEY, Josepu, Woollen Manufacturer, Elland, near Halifax. Com. 
West: July 2 and Aug. 6, at 11; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. Off. Ass. 
Young. Sols. Holroyde, Son, & Cronhelm, Halifax ; or Bond & Barwick, 
Leeds. Pet. June 17. 

BARNES, Parir Aprawam, & Joun Barnes (P. A. Barnes & Sons), Wool- 
staplers, Blandford Forum. Com. Fonblanque ; July 14, (instead of = 
16th, as advertised in Gazette of June 8), at 12; ‘Basinghall-street. Off. Ass. 
Stansfeld. Sols. Linklaters & Hackwood, 7 Walbrook. Pet. June 1. 

BEEMAN, Isaac, & Cuartes Oxtey, Hop Factors, 70 High-st., Southwark. 
Com. Fonblanque: July 3, at 1; and Aug. 4, at 12; Basinghall-st. of. 
Ass. Graham. Sols. Lawrance, Plews, & Boyer, 14 Old Jewry-chambers. 
Pet. June 12, 

BEET, Tuomas, Merchant, Sheffield. Com. West: July 3 and Aug. 7, at 
10; Council-hall, Sheffield. Og. Ass. Brewin. Sols. Branson & Son, 
Sheffield. Pet. for Arrngt, Mar. 3. 

CROSS, Sotomon, General Factor, West Bromwich, Staffordshire. Com. 
Balguy: July 3 & 23, at 11.30 ; Birmingham. Qf. Ass. Whitmore, 
Sol. Smith, Birmingham. Vet. May i. 

GERARD, ROBERT Duncan, General Merchant, 9 Walbrook, and of Ceylon. 
Com. Fonblanque: July 3, at 2; and Aug. 4, at 11; Basinghall-st. 
Off. Ass. Graham. Sol. Warrand, 73 Basinghall-st. Pet, June 9, 

HORNE, James, Hatter, 112 Tottenham-ct. -rd. and 85 Edgware-rd. 
Fonblanque : July 14 “(instead of July 16, as advertised in Gazette of June 
4), at 1; Basinghall-st. ie ‘Ass. Stansfeld. Sols. Mason & Sturt, 7 
Gresham-st. Pet, June 3 

LOW, Epwarp, Licensed Victualler, now or late of 56 and 57 Fieet-st. 
Com. Evans: July 8 and Aug. 5, at 1.30; hall-st. Off. Ass. 
Johnson. Sol. Goddard, 101 Wood-st., Cheapside. . June 19, 

NEWMAN, Wit114M, Brewer, late of Boughton, Monchelsea, now of Maid- 
stone, Kent. Com. Fane: July 2, at 12; and Aug. 6, at 11; Basinghall- 
st. Off. Ass. Cannan. Sols. Monckton, Guy, & Monckton, 1 Raymond’s- 
bldgs., Gray’s-inn; or Monckton & Son, Maidstone. Pet. June 19. 

PARKER, Freperick Henry, & Joun Bauspon, Wine and Spirit Mer- 
chants, Bristol. Com. West: July 6, and Aug. 9, at 11; Bristol. Of". Ass. 
Miller. Sols. Bevan & Girling, Small-st., Bristol. Pet. June 14. 

STUNT, Cuarves, Watchmaker, 182 Oxford-st. Com. Goulburn: July 5, 
at 11; and Aug. 2, at 1; Basinghall-st. Og. Ass. Pennell. Sol. Dod, 
10 John-st., Oxford-st. Pet. June 14. 

WILLIAMS, Henry, Umbrella and Parasol Manufacturer, 44 ey hy 
Com. Fane: July 2, at 12.30; and Aug. 6, atl; Basinghall-st. Of. Ass. 
Whitmore. Sols. Mason & Sturt, 7 Gresham-st. Pet. June 19. 

Fripay, June 25, 1858, 

ATKINSON, Rosert, Hosier, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Com. Ellison : om 
7, at 12.30; and Aug. 11, at 1; Royal-arcade, Neweuiey 
Off. Ass. Baker. Sol. Watson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. une 19. 

AYTON, Cuarzes, Builder, Attleborough, Norfolk. Com, Tjckroya duly 
1. at 2; 3 and Aug. 10, ut 12; Basinghall-st. Off. Ass. Edwards. Sols. 
Clowes, Son, & Hickley, 10 King’s Bench-walk ; or Pitcher, King’s Lynn, 
Norfolk. Pet. June 7. 

BUCKKEY, Georeg, Deal and Mahogany Merchant, 12 Upper North-st., 
St. Matthew’ s, Bethnal-green. Com. Holroyd: July 6, at 2.30; and Aug. 
10, at 11; Basin hall-st. Of. Ass. Edwards. Sol. Moon; 6 Bank- 
chambers. Pet, June 22. 

HUTCHINGS, Jonn Sroxes, Coach Builder, Dorchester. Com, Bere: 
July 7 & 30, at 11; Queen-st., Exeter.. Off. Ass. Hirtzel. Sols. Lock, 
Dorchester; or Terrell, Exeter. Pet. June 15. 

LUNT, Josern, Victualler, Camden-st., Birmingham. Com. Balguy; 
July 5 & 28, at 10; Birmingham. Of. Ass. Kinnear. Sol. y 
Birmingham. Pet. June 23. 

MILES, James, Grocer, Richmond, Surrey. Com. Goulburn: July 7, and 
Aug. 9, at Il; Basinghall-st. ‘Of. Ass. Pennell, Sols. Goddard, 2 
King-st., Cheapside ; or Senior, Richmond, Surrey. Pet. June 22. 

PATTERSON, THomas Joun, Sail Maker, ‘Bristol. Com. West: July 13 
= Aug, 9» 9, at 11; Bristol. Of. Ass. Miller. Sol. Goolden, Bristol. 

"et. 5. 

SHAW, Witt1am, Bookseller, Lincoln, Com. Ayrton: July 7, and o> 
4, at 12; Town-hal!, Kingston-upon-Hull. Of. Ass, Carrick Sols, 
Brown & ‘Son, Lincoln. Ped, June 

SHEPPARD, James, Licensed Victualler, Spread Eagle Hotel, Wandsworth. 
Com. Holroyd: July 10, at 1; and Ang. 10, at 12.30; . 

Off. Ass. Edwards. Sol. "Holt, ity-ct., Chancery-lane. Pet. 4. 

SMITH, Geonoe, Cabinet par he Pantechnicon, Queen’s-rd., Brighton. 
Com. Goulburn: July 7, t 1.30; and Aug. 9, at 12; Basinghall-st. 
Off. Ass. Nicholson. Sols. "need, Guildhall- chambers ; or agen. 
Pet. June 19. 

TONKS, Jouy, Printer, Birmingham. Com. Balguy: July 8 & ay 
sine nod Birmingham, Of. Ass. Kinnear, Sol. Smith, Birmingham. 


; BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 


Tourspay, June 22, 1858, 
Noston, Hexny Feaweys Brush Seller, 1 York-st., St. James's, West- 
- 


minster.—June 1 
Farway, June 25, 1858. 
Nonrais, James Henvy, Paper Dealer, Birmingham.—June 19. 
TREDENMICK, KicHAaRD, Share broker, Old Broad-st.—June 24. . 
MEETINGS, 
Torspar, June 22, 1858. 





Brown, Hewrr, Ship Owner, Washington-terr., North Shields. Div. July 
16, at 11; Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Com. Ellison. 
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; Deaxe, & Fa FREDERICK 5 Yaw (Deane, ae! = Co. a Merchants | 
ee Deane, and Fin est. F. 


Liverpool. sep. 4 
Tonle Suiy 14, a i Lveipel Com. Perry. 

om, Wii, Grocer, North Shields. Div. July 15, at 1; Royal-arcade, 

Con. Ellison. 

on Peter Howe, Blacking and Match Manufacturer," Manchest 
Div. July 14, at 12; ’ Manchester. ¢ Com. Jemmett. 

Evans, JAMES, & Groner Davey, Iron Britton Ferry Iron Works, 
Glamorganshire. Fin 





Masters, 
al Div. July 15, at 11; Bristol. Com. West. 
Jonson, JouN, age ned and Fender Manufacturer, Derby. Aud. Accts. 
é& Div. July 15, at 10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. Com. Balguy. 
Vo Timber Merchant, Taplow, Bucks. Div. Saly 14, at 
12; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque 
Manufacturer, Liverpool. Div. July 19, at 11; 


PICKFORD, Tuomas EDWARD, Commission Agent, Manchester. Div. July 
14, at 12; Manchester. Com. Jemmett. 
PLUMBE, Joun, Painter, Southport. Div. July 19, at 11; Liverpool. Com. 


Perry. 

oun, Wruu1aM, Builder, Nottingham. Aud. . oi '& Div. July 2, at 
10.30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. Com. y: 

Rosinson, THomas, Ironmonger, Manchester. Div. July 13, at 12; Man- 
chester. Com. Jemmett. 

RorHscHILD, JosEPH, Sy cy and Jeweller, 22 Union-st., Bristol. Div. 
July 15, at 11; Bristol. . West. 

TOWNSEND, Marraew, Siuntoonaueeed Hosiery, Leicester. _— Accts. ¢ 
Div. July 15, at 10. 30; Shire-hall, Nottingham. Com. Balgu: 

Vironp, Urrick, Flour Miller, Alston. Final Div. July 15, at tit; “Royal 
arcade, Mewtselle digen-' Pyne. Com, Ellison. 

Watxer, Westsy, Chemist, Preston. Div. July 14, at 12; Manchester. 


Com. Jemmett. 
Fripay, June 25, 1858. 

Eversuep, Tomas, & Cuantes BensAMIN WiTCoMB, Soap Manufacturers, 
Gosport. Div. July 16, at 1.30; Basinghall-st. Com. Fane. 

Gaecory, Ricnarp, Grocer, Halifax. Div. July 16, at 11; Commercial- 

.» Leeds. Com. West. 

GrRossM! MITH, Cuarteés, Perfumer, 135 Strand, in copartnership with George 
Tate (Charles Grossmith & Co. bed Last Ex. (by adjnt. from June 11) 
July 7, at 1; Basinghall-st. Com. Fonblanque. 

Hanson, JosEPH, Grocer, Halifax. Div. July 16, at 11; Commercial- 


bidgs., Leeds. Com. West. 
Miytyre, Taomas, Tailor, Leeds. Div. July 16, at 11; Commercial- 


bidgs., Leeds. Com. West. 

Pornrer, Joun, Grocer, - Vee Div. July 16, at 11; Commercial- 
bldgs., Leeds. Com. Wes! 

Seat, NEPTUNE, & Joan a Hat Manufacturers, Denton, Lancashire, 
and of Birmingham. Div. July 16, at 12; Manchester. Com. Skirrow. 

Saaw, Geonce, Ironmaster, Leeds. Div. July 16, at 11; Commercial- 
bidgs., Leeds. Com. West. 

Witson, Cuagtes ALBERT, & WittiaM WALKER WILtson, Pianoforte 
Dealers, Leeds. Div. July 16, at 11 ; Commercial-bidgs., Leeds. Com. 


West. 
DIVIDENDS. 
TuEsDAY, June 22, 1858. 

Aryotp, Henry, & Henry Jonn Arnoip, Cheesefactors, Hop and Seed 
Merchants, Uttoxeter. First, he joint est.; and first, 20s. sep. est. 
H. J. Arnold, Whitmore, 19 Upper Temple-st., Birmingham; any 
Friday, 11 to 3. 

Boockg, F. R. P., Goldsmith, 86 Newman-st., Oxford-st. First, 8$d. ee, 
20 ‘Aldermanbury ; ; June 23, and three subsequent Wednesdays, 11 to 2. 
Cann, Jou, Iron Manufacturer, Wallsend. First, 2s. 1§d. Baker, Royal- 

arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne ; any Saturday, 10 to 3. 
Danrett, T. B., Ironmonger, 71 High-st., Poplar. First, 103d. Lee, 20 
bury ; ; June 23, and three subsequent Wednesdays, 11 to 2. 

Farmtams, CunistopaHer, Cheesemonger, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. Second, 

2d. (in addition to 2s. 6d. previously declared), Baker, Royal-arcade, 


: Newcastle-upon-Tyne; any Saturday, 10 to 3. 


Grancrer, Jonn, Licensed Victualler, of the Unicorn, Blackman-st. 
Second, 74d. -~ 20 Aldermanbury; June 23, and three subsequent 
Wednesdays, 11 to 2. 

Hopason, Samuet, Stationer, Great Marylebone-st., Middlesex. Second, 

, and first and second of 4s. 14d., on new proofs. dwards, 22 Ba- 
phall-st. ; June 23, and three sw uent Wednesdays, 11 to 2. 
Lorp, Win.iaM, Cotton Manufacturer, rgham Eaves. First, 2s. 2d. 
69 Princess-st., Manchester ; any Tuesday, 10 to 1. 

M‘CartNey, "James, Grocer, South Shi elds. Third, 1s. 2d., in addition to 
6s. 3d. previously declared. Baker, Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-'lyne ; 
any Saturday, 10 to 3. 

iT, GRACE, Iron-plate Worker, Pope-st., Birmingham. i 11fd. 
Kinnear, 37 Waterloo-st., Birmingham ; any Thursday, 11 to 3 
Fripay, June 25, 1858. 

Hanznis, Wut1aM, Hay, Straw, and Corn Dealer, West Bromwich. First, 
5s. 2d. Kinnear, 37 Waterloo-st., Birmingham ; any Thursday, 11 to 3. 

Poe JosEen, Engineer, Coventry, First, 5s. Kinnear, 37 Wa- 

terloo-st., Birmingham ; any Thursday, 1 to 3. 
CERTIFICATES, 
To be ALLOWED, unless Notice be given, and Cause shown on Day of Meeting. 
Tukspay, June 22, 1858. 

Cuanke, Henry, Saddler & Harness Maker, Marton, Lincolnshire. July 14, 
at 12; Townhall, Kingston-upon-Hull. 

Contirre, Ropert, HENRY Potepy: seal Joun Cuntirre, & ABEL Comtarre, 
Woollen Manufact ‘odd Carr Mill, Newchurch, Rosendale (Cun 
liffe & Sons). wey tates at rr Manchester. 

Donn, Witt1aM, Grocer & Spirit Merchant, North Shields, July 14, at 1; 

Royal-arcade, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 

Looxor, Witttam Mowsray, Banker, Staindrop, Durham. July 15, at 12; 

poe -emede, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
» Lambs’ Wool & Worsted Yarn Spinner, Leicester. 
BLBERRY, WiLiaM, r, Woodhall, Lincolnshire. July 14, at 12; 
Town-hall, Kingston-upon- ul. 
Frinay, June 25, 1858. 
Troew, & WittiaM Fintan, Plasterers, Manningham, near Brad- 
Commercial-bldgs., Leeds. 


"ane lh; 








Henriques, Jonn Dantet, Tea Dealer, 13 Park-ter., Park-rd., Regent’s- 
pk. July 19, at 2.30; Basinghall-st. 

Martin, James, & Epwin Marxwickx, Surveyors and am. oe 
North-st., and Round-hill-pk., Brighton ; on applon. of : 
July 19, at 12.30; Basinghall-st. 

acs, EDWARD Jouy, Plumber, East Dereham. July 19, at 2; Basing- 
hall-st st. 

Tustin, Joun, jun., Boot and Shoe Maker, Broadway, Worcestershire, July 
26, at 10; Birmingham. 

To be DELIVERED, unless Appeal be duly entered. 
TuEspaY, June 22, 1858. 

Berris, THomas, Licensed Victualler, Gun-st., Reading. June 15, 2nd 
class. 

Butter, Sprissury, CarnistopHer Baker, & CHartes EpwaRp BUTLER, 
Wire Drawers, Birmingham. June 21, 2nd class. 

Fretp, Wit11am, Grocer, Bexley Heath. June 10, 3rd class; to be sus- 
pended for 6 mos. 

Hargison, Joun, Licensed Victualler, 126 Dale-st., Liverpool. June 14, 
2nd class. 

Haste, Witi1aM, & RicuarD Haste, Machine Makers, Bradford. June 15, 
3rd class, to R. Haste. 

Houmpusreys, Witt1aM, Corn Merchant, Liverpool. June 16, Ist class. 

Norton, James, Ladies’ Outfitter & Baby Linen Warehouseman, 41 & 42 
Fleet-st., June 16, 3rd class. 

Sirs, Gzorce, Grocer, Bull Ring, Birmingham. June 11, 2nd class. 

Watt, ExizaBets, Stationer, Birmingham. June 21, 2nd class. 

Wuson, Henry, jun., Currier, 36 Old-st.-rd. June 16, 2nd class. 

Younc, WiILL1iaM Weston, Josepn Weston Youne, & Groree Youne, Mil- 
lers, Neath, Glamorganshire. June 18, 2nd class to each. 


Fripay, June 25, 1858. 
Barnes, HENRY, Milkman, Chain Bridge Farm, Mountnessing, Essex, and 
ery-p High-st., Shoreditch, Church-st., Friar’s- 
mount, Wentworth-st., ‘and Goldsmith-row. June 16, 3rd class ; to be 
suspended for 12 mos. from Feb. 25, 1858. 

BrarpsHaw, Henry, Stock and Share Broker, 6 Bank-chambers, Lothbury. 
June 18, 2nd class. 

CHASSEREAU, THomAs PurtToN, Merchant, Finsbury-pl. South. June 18, 
2nd class. 

CRAVEN, THoMas PLUMMER, Painter, Scarborough. June 22, 3rd class. 

Dunk, Rosert, Grocer, Uxbridge. ‘June 17, 2nd class. 

Funnis, Freperic, & ALEXANDER MacNas, Provision Merchants, 5 John- 
st., Minories. June 18, 2nd class to F. Finnis. 

Frosr, RoBERT, Stationer, Teignmouth. June 17, 2nd class. 

Garrett, Lewis, Licensed Victualler, 30 Hart-st., Bloomsbury, and of the 
Globe Public-house, Cross-st., Chelsea, and of Silver-st., Bloomsbury. 
June 18, 2nd class. 

GOLDEN, JAMES WILLIAM, Card Maker, Brighouse. June 22, 3rd class. 

GREENWOOD, Joun, Chemist & Druggist, Dewsbury. June 21, 3rd class. 

Harrison, WiLLiaM, & GEORGE TaxLor, Maltsters, Hadlow, Kent. June 
16, 2nd class to G. Taylor. 

James, CHARLES, & HENRY JOHN Evans, Coopers, Beer-lane, and Bermond- 
sey-st. June 16, 2nd class; to be suspended for 3 mos. 

Mercatre, James, & CHRISTOPHER MetcaLre, Tailors, Richmond, Yerk- 
shire. June 22, 3rd class to C. Metcalfe. 

Perry, Henry Wi114M, Builder, Exmouth. June 17, 2nd class. 

Ravtorr, Henry Martin, Refiner, formerly of 32 Chicksand-st., White- 
chapel, now of 10 Peckham-grove, Camberwell. June 18, 2nd class; to 
be suspended for 6 mos. 

Tisoz, WILLIAM CuarLEes, Plumber & Glazier, Hertford. June 18, 2nd 


class. 
Witson, Joann SAMUEL, Commission Agent, Leeds. June 21, 3rd class ; 
subject to a suspension of 12 calendar mos. 


Assignments for Benet of Creditors. 
TuEsDaY, June 22, 1858. 

Capstick, Joun, Earthenware Dealer and Car Proprietor, ge va June 2. 
Trustees, J. Barker, Earthenware Manufacturer, Dresden, Blarton, near 
Longton, Staffordshire ; J. Dale, Potter, Whiston Potteries, 
Lancashire. Soi. Atherton, 42 Basnett-st., Liverpool. 

Cooke, Epmunp, Grocer, Oxford-st., Manchester.. June 4. Zrustee, G. 
Heywood, Wholesale Grocer, Fennel-st., Manchester. Sol. Heywood, 
25 Dickinson-st., Manchester. 

Fiack, Goro, Grocer, Colchester. May 27. Trustees, C. M. Burton, 
of firm of Burton Brothers, Grocers, Ipswich; E. Sewell, of firm of 
Sewell & Metcalfe, Cheese and Butter Factors, Ipswich. Indenture lies 
at office of J. Pearce, Accountant, Princes-st., Ipswich. 

JENNER, CHARLES, Corn and Hop Dealer, Hastings. June 16. Zrustees, 
G. Colebrook, Corn Merchant, Ashford, Kent; W. S. Frid, Hop gga 
King’s Head-yd., Southwark. Creditors to execute before 
Indenture lies at counting- -house of W. 8. Frid, King’s Head-yd., 
wark, 

Mappams, Witttam, Cabinet Maker, 7 Holley-pl., Hampstead, and 187 
Tottenham-court-rd. May 31. Zrustees, J. Goddard, Tottenham-court- 
ew ae . Rogers, Cleveland-st., Fitzroy-sq. Sol. Williams, 31 Alfred-pi., 


Smita, oe Lxee, Grocer, Hoddesdon, Herts. June 2 A. 
Fitch, Wholesale Provision Merchant, 23 Rood-lane. Sol. Sparham, 
gqiitiehall-chambers, 79 Basinghall-st. 

ITHERS, HENRY K&ENE, jun., Secretary to the Commercial Dock Com- 

he: wong Fenchurch-st. June 11. Zrustees, B. Scald, Upholsterer, 

~st., Peckham ; W. Nye, Wine Merchant, London-st., Fenchureh- 

th Creditors to execute before Aug. 11. Sol. Tarrant, 2 Bond-ct., 
falbrook. 

Swirt, Cuaries, Innkeeper, Brookland, Kent. June 15. Trustees, FR& 
E. Finn, Brewers, Kent. Sol. Stringer, New Romney. 

TEMPERLSY, NicHonas, , Catton, Northumberland, June 14, 
Trustees, W. A. Dunn, Wholesale Draper, Newcastle-upon-Tyne; 
Bainbridge, Wholesale Draper, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Sol. Story, 16 
Market-st., Newcastle-upon- Tyne. 

Tower, WittiaM, Shopkeeper, Helston, Cornwall. June 16, Zrwastees, 
J. Vivian, Merehant, Phillack; W. Sleeman, Merchant, Helston. Cre- 
ditors to execute before Dec. 16. Sol. Tyacke, Helston. 

Watcu, James ge | Walch & Brother), Cotton and Yarn Agent, Man- 
chester. Zrustee, J. Dugdale, Merchant, Manchester. - Seis, Rowley & 
Son, Clarence-bidgs., Booth-st., Manchester, 
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ther June 25, 1858. 

Barbie, Witttas, Nelson, near Colne, Lancashire, ahd James Brixpie, 
Church, near ‘Accrington, Boiler Makers at Nelson & charch liam 
Brindle "ee Sor Anema Stine 4. Trustees, J. Pickles, Iron Merchant, ches- 

;.-T. Moore, Iron Merchant, Manchester. Sols. Hartley & Carr, 


Coox, Joun, Bird Stuffer, Derby. June 11. Trustee, W. H. Goodwin, 
Clothier, Derby. Creditors to execute before Sept. 11. Sol. "Gantin 48 
Full-st., Derby. 

Eswin, Tuomas, Provision Dealer, Sheffield. May 27. Trustee, G. Pointon, 
Cheesé Factor, Old Rode Mill, Cheshire. Creditors to execute before 
Aug. 27. Sols. Chambers & Waterhouse, Bank-st., Sheffield. 

Farr, Geoncs, Dealer in Timber, Atkinson-pl., Brixton. dune 19. Zrus- 
tee, T. Atherton, Timber Merchant, 3 Crooked-lane. Soi. Kingdon, 3 
Lawrence-lane, Chi ie. 

Hopees, Freperick, Grocer, Wadhurst, Sussex. Muay 28. Tirastee, R. W. 
Weekes, Draper, Tonbridge-wells. Sol. Cripps, Vonbiidye-welis. 

JONES, Bermagm, & Wu11aM pee JENNINGS, Provision Merchants, 30 

as Clark & Murch. June 16. Trustees, H. W. 
Peek, Tea Merchant, Panchen 8. Hanson, Fruit Merchant, Botolph- 
lane. Sols. Lawrence, Smith, & Fawdon, 12 Bread-st., Cheapside. 

LirHos, Wiii14M Fry, "Dealer, Lynton, Devon. June 10. Zrus- 
tees, J. Litson, Yeoman, Countisbury, Devons; G. Hitchcock, Warehouse- 
man, St. Paul’s-chureh-yard, London; T. Devas, Warehouseman, Can- 
eter West. Sols. Davidson & Bradbury, Weavers’-hall, 22 Basing- 

-st. 

SipwaY, Groner, Wine and Spirit Dealer, Bristol. May 28. Trustee, S. 
Brown, Yeoman, Almondsbury, Gloucestershire. Sols. Ambury & 
Gwynn, 5 Clare-st., Bristol. 

Worrs, Wii114M, Grocer, Manchester. May 26. Trustees, W. Dunkerley, 
Wholesale Grocer, Manchester ; G. Whitworth, Accountant, Manchester. 
Sol. Sutton, 16 Marsden-st., Manchester. 

J Sum di Ss J P _Shipbaild Penrhyndendraeth 

gos! ON, SeN.., 4 Md ONES, jun., rs rhyndendraeth, 

ionethshire. F irst, 9s., at Office of W. - Lloyd & O. Owens, Portmadoc, 
+ sain July 3 to such of the Creditors as have executed the deed of 
assignment. 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
TurspaY, June 22, 1858. 

CHamBERtin, HENzyY, Esq., late of Narborough-hall, Norfolk (who died on 

tod ‘ 1857). Re Chamberlin’s Estate, M.R. Last Day for Proof, 
y 19. 

Davies, Joux, Clerk, St. Nicholas Abread, Isle of Thanet (who died in May 
or June, 1833). Re Davies’s Estate, Davies v. Davies, V.C. Stuart. 
Last Dey Tor Proof, July 14. 

Epwakb Hortock, Esq., late of 11 Park-place, Clarence-gate, 
(who died in Nov., 1857). Payne v. Mortimer, V.C. 
Stuart. Last Day for Proof, ey 31. 

Mowpett, Joun Josern, Esq., late of Wrotham, Kent, then of Hampstead, 
Middlesex, and afterwards of Bangor, North Wales (who died in Jan., 
1636). Re Mundell’s Estate, Aitchison v. Parkinson, M.R. Last Day 


Sor Proof, July 12. 
Ricnanps, Joun Butt, Esq., Stonea Grange, eae ons Isle of Ely (who 
Ingle e. Richards’ M.R. Last Day for Prog, 


died in Sept., 1855), 
July 20. 

Ricnarps, Tuomas, Gent., Doddington, Isle of Ely — died in Oct., 1842). 
Ingle v. Richards, M M.R. Last Day for Proof, July 20 

Swath, Francis, nt van eon, late of Boston, Lincolnshire (who. died in 
oe snaith, V.C. Kindersley. Last day for Proof, 


Ping Rican, Fen-ct,, Fenchurch-st. (who died in July, 1856). Bilton 
v. Thomas, V. C. Wood.” Last Day for Proof, July %. 


Fruway, June 2%, 1858, 


Ampuerr, Exiza, Widow, late of Oxford-ter., Paddington, formerly of 
Eastbourne-ter (who died in Jan., 1858). Benyon v. Am- 
mete aR Yast Day for Proof, July 23. 

Baciey, ee Birmingham (who died in Dec. 1855). Bayley v. 

i, ae Sor Proof, July %. 


Coxe, Joux, oo jhopsnympton, Devon (who died in Mar. 1858). 
Knight rv. Callard, Y. C. Wood. Elite, Posy Bone 
Compton, Ricnarp, Esq., ee es Hungerford, Berks, 
now of Moorcroft House, Hillingdon, lesex. To prove their debts 
forthwith before the Masters in Lanacy, 45 Lincoln’s-inn-fields. 
Derezter, Ricuagp, Brewer, Limehouse (who = 7 Jan. 1853). Deeley v. 
x V.C. Stuart. Last Dy for Proof, Ja! 
Frrexp, , Custom-house Agent, hovel (ad tee er ais 10). 
v. Friend, V. C. Wood. Last Day Proof, Suly 15. 
Hawonaves, isaac, Surgeon, Tunbridge Wells (who died on Aug. 16, 
i Jones v. Catt, V.C, Wood. Last pnp Proof, July 14. 
, Gent., Heaton Norris, Lancaster (who died in May, 1854). 
— Day for Prog, July 22. 
, Isaac Bantu, Fsq., 16 Maddox-st., 
form Ciub, Pall Mall (nee tied on Sep. 16, 1857). 
and Gilbe v.¢. 


Pem- 


g 'e. Wilkinson, a 


rt. 
Wittram, Gent., 
1858). Michelmore ¢. Studge, v.¢. Last Day for Proof, Jaly 3. 
Churchill, Oxon (who died in Jan., 1857). 


Ke Za Day for Prov “er get 
prt <p vg Ameo) 


Ba nD, Esq., Chester 
Peilion v. Brooking, M. R. 

Rocut, Jiiees, Master Mariner, and late Master of the ship Matilda, for- 
nn of 11 New Millman-st., Guilford-st., Russell-sq., late of 19 Albert- 

re ind Cae fo De 5 1857). Nind v, Roche, 
Rowe, Aven, Spineter, Marquee, kant (rte Ged is PO, 1858). Rowe, jun. 
v. Rowe, sen., V. C. Wood. Last Day for Proof, Jaly 12. 
Smevrreuy heserv R. Last Day for 


com Company. 
Peron fed Bod pymne opm tery Persons im whom thelr 
to comme in and prove 
space eax Ut ota thee 9h 


Yeomatt, who 
2, "isd hoge ogers ¢. 0. Mickley, Widow, V. C. Stuart. Leaver Press 


died on July | 





Ss , JOHN, Gent., Sper he dnd th Nor. 
ph pr gen gy iy ry EP He 


@Hinding-up of sorek ‘om Stork Companes. 
TuEsDAyY, June ‘=, 1858. 
, IN CHANCERY, 
Brreseck Lire Asstraxce Company.—V. C. Kindersley 4 
the;Petition of John Ponton) that this Company be 
from June 1}, 1858, and wound up. The costs of the _ 
the other parties appearing on this application to be malt out 
estate. 
PApimamM Corron LeAcue Company.—vV. CG. Kindersley. doth order ( 
the Petition of Samucl Marshall Bulley & William Winter sib ite 
this Company be absolutely dissolved as from June 11th, and wound up 
The costs of the Petitioner and of the respondents to be paid out of i 
estate. 
LiiTeD, IN BANKRUPTCY. 
NAaTioNAL DeoporiZInG AND Manure Company, LIMITED.~-Mr. Commis- 
sioner Goulburn has appointed July 1, at 11. '30, at the Court of Bank- 
ruptcy, Basinghall-street, to settle the list of Contributories, 


Fray, June 25, 1858. 

ATHEN2®UM Lire AssuRANCE Society.—V. C. Wood will, on July }, at 2, at 
his chambers; make a call on the several persons settled on ti hé list of 
contributories, for £1 per share. 

Era ASSURANOE SocieTY.—V. C. Wood, on June. 21, appointed Henry 
haar Accountant, 84, Basinghall-street, Official Manager of this 


Compan 

Hot. RI a Fire Insurance Company, and Hutt & Loxpon Lire 
InsuRANCE Company.—The Master of the Rolls peremptoril y orders a 
sol ot 10s. per iy foe specs ne Ail She opener ¥, ter e 
these ies; an t each contributory, on July 5, at pay 
Mr. W. C. Wryghte, the Official Manager, at 4, Sambrook-con pees 
hall-street, tt, balance (if any) which will be due from h 
debiting his account in the Companies’ Books with such call. | 


Scotch Sequestrations 
Tuespay, June 22, 1858, 

Beaesisz, Rosert, Provision and Coal Merchant, Helensburgh. June 29, at 
2; Tontine-hotel, Helensburgh. Seg. June 18. 

Howat, Georce, Farmer, Woodhead, Auchingoul, Inverkeithny, Banff. 
June 29, at 12; George Morgan’ s-inn, at Auchingoul, Inverkeithny. 
Seq. June 16, 

Monro, WILt1aM, Farmer, Haughs of Wardwell, Inverkeithny, Banff. June 
29, at 1; George Morgan’s-inn, Auchingoul, Inverkeithny, Seq. June 16. 

STEVENSON, James, Fancy Paper Box Maker, 75 Argyle-st., Glasgow. 
June 25, 4 12; Lennox’s Temperance-hotel, 72 Wiison-st., Glasgow. 
Seq. June | 

Youne, Joun Label Slater, Glasgow. June 28, at 12; Globe-hotel, 
George-sq., Glasgow. Seg. June 17. { 

Friway,’ June 25, 1858. 

ASSOLARI, Vicror James, Professor of Modern Languages, 78 Sauchie-hall- 
st., Glasgow. July 2, at 12; Procurator’s-hall, St. George’s-pl., Glas- 
gow. Seq. June 21. 

Gray, James, jun., Merchant, Glasgow Gals =o jan, & BA ae 30, 
at 2; Waverley-hotel, 18 George-sq., Seq. June 

Howat, Georae, Farmer, Woodhead, Anchingoul, eeetny: tae. 

June 29, at 12; George Morgan’s-inn, Auchingoul, Inverkeithny. Seq. 
June 16. 

IRELAND, THomAs, deceased, formerly of Nether Urquhart, Fife, afterwards 
of East Bowhouse of Amot, Kinross. June 30, at 11; Kirkland’s-inn, 
Kinross. Seg. June 21. 

Kay, Jonn, Woolspinner, sole surviving partner of Robert Kay & Son, 
Balbernie Wool-mill, Markinch. July 3, at 1; Buist’s Tontine-hotel, 
Cupar-Fife. Seq. June 22. 

Kay, Ronert, deceased, Balbirnie-cottage, Markinch, lately senior partner 
of firm of Robert Kay & Son, Woolspinners. July 3, at 1; Buist’s Ton- 
tine-hotel, Cupar-Fife. Seq. June 22, 

Monro, WILLIAM, Farmer, Haughs of Wardwell, Inverkeithny, Banff. 
7% at 1; George Morgan’s-inn, Auchingoul, Inverkeithny. Seq. 
une 16, 





Pt 
CROMPTON, ROYTON, and OLDHAM, LANCASHIRE. 


Deore BE SOLD by AUCTION, PURSUANT to a 
DECREE of the High Court of Chancery, made in a Cause “ Horton 

1,” with the approbation of the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard 
Torin Kite Kindersley, the Judge to whose Court the said Cause is attached, at 
the ANGEL INN, in OLDHAM, on WEDNESDAY, the 14th day of JULY, 
bene, ry THREE o' Clock in the ‘Afternoan, the several ANNUAL GROUND 


entioned, rese! 
of plata of land situate in the townehips te 
in one County of Lancaster; also, a 
that is to say—Lots 1, 2, and 3, being several sided f rents, amoun 
———— — of £5 tis 4a, ~~ ee te £17 be 7d. respectively, 
out w, in Goand 

amounting to the annual sum of £20 3s. 1d., Hints out fants 
at Beal Moor Shaw. Lot5. Ground rents and ‘a chief te of 48. 
amounting altogether to the annual sum of £16 9s, 104,, 
out of lands at Heynside, and Broadbent in Royton, and. Broadway- 
lane and Bilock-lane, am. Lot 6: Ground, rents soning 
the annual sum of £22 0s. 104; Uenreved Unt.2¢ nad Sadan Lot 7. 
pecs of Saad sanato. ot Roxeie anemneae,: Baten y part of « field called 
the Oroft, and in the ty Farm, and. contain 00 
square yards at tan land or thereabouts, with the several buildings thereon. 

Fanos sercliis Wad See sale may be had gratis, in Londob, 


nd 1, Bedford- 
ory, Sh gt , Skirrow, a hp it Lorde 





country, of Messrs, Parr 
crest, pirecpod 5 ; Mr. Baxter, the Lower Hall Tpieaads, at 
me the Angel nn, nn, Olham ;at'the Pine Apple tn, 

nn, 


eo 9, 20 


itt pwiensbientnateahannearesaneean 4, “4 t 





See seeoersoss, “Ss. 


Ses -onpenkvs-=, ss 


ee te tee a 


pase 


eeeee 






evs sR88 re = 


Te 


ree fF ee Ree OS Se EN ee SE 


\ ot apd act 


a 

















































inn 26, 1858. ‘THE Sotictrors’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 





a 





E SOLD, fyadedht“s to‘an Order of the High 
Court of Chancery, made in a matter.of the settled estates of 
Banister, deceased, in Charterhouse-square, Middlesex, with the 
tion of the 9 Vice-Chancellor Sir John Stuart, the Ju 
the said, a satis is attached, by Messrs. ABBOTT and WRIGGLES- 
ng pipe at the MART, opposite Aa Bank of England, on WEDNESDAY, 
the 14th day of er, ‘1858, at Lt pay for ONE o’Clock precisely, in 
One wg tg S and faa oe ae on the east side 
bhing «Ty 8; 9,.and the occupation of 
rs, Sea a ley, and aon let at net yearly 
297, and on @ most valuable site, con 
1 mom of 120 feet by an average depth of 138 feet, and admiral 
adapted for the erection of an institution or any other large public 
ing. 

Printed particulars, with conditions of sale, may be had at the Mart; of 
Messrs. Parker, Rooke, & Parker, 17, Bedford-row; and of the Auctioneers, 
2%, Bedford-row. 

Dated this 5th day of June, 1958. ALFRED HALL, Chief Clerk. 


PARKER, ROOKE, and PARKER, 17, Bedford-row. 


to whose 





SOWERBY and STAINLAND, near HALIFAX, YORKSHIRE. 


O be SOLD by AUCTION, pursuant to a Decree 

of the High Court of Chancery, made in a Cause “ HORTON v. 

nome eral ” with the approbation of the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard 

rsle thedudge to to whose Court the said Cause is attached, at 

LION iL, in HALIFAX, on WEDNESDAY, the 28th 

tay of July, 1858, at FOUR o’Clock in the ‘Afternoon, in TEN LOTS, the 

INHERITANCE in FEE in divérs VALUABLE FREEHOLD and 

COPYHOLD ig ipa Ly rym LAND, BUILDING LAND, and 

PREMISES, late th Rev. Joshua Thomas Horton, situate 

in the townships of So es Statniana, in the parish of Halifax, York- 

+ containing upwards of 100 acres (statute measure), in the occupa- 
tion of respectable tenants, from year to year. 


Sowersy. A.B. P. 
Lot 1, The Little Moor Farm, containing........see+ese0+ eee 13 3 35 
» 2 The Wellhead Farm, containing ............-+e+eeee 7 223 
» 3 ee ee gee eee TTT ceccece 
» 4. The Royd’s Farm, containing ............seecseseeees 8 216 
» 5. The Town Farm, containing .........+.e.eeeeseseees 8 210 
» 6. Common Land, near the State Delves and Flints Reser- 
voir, containing ..... Pisbavanwurenenedhvcteordscwe 10 1 8 
p STAINLAND. 
1st 7. Farm in the occupation of Mr. William Normanton, with 
Ly pong vt in hand, containing .....s+csscecersees 47.117 
™ ib Fou at Inn and. yore oe eas oar? 2214 
6% oereaets 's. shop, garden, jose oe 
S Sey arm, containing ........++.- eboneece 7 320 


ste aiaun ‘sed @ short distance from Halifax, and aienian eekaien 
able path ys Rafpmes Me building land in the immediate vicinity of 
wel residences, and in and near the tewns of Sowerby and Stain- 


Halifax. 


Halifax ; anda t the White Lion Hotel Halifax. 


Dated this 2ist day of June, 1858. 
FREDC. ERS. EDWARDS, Chief Clerk. 
GREGORY, GREGORY, SKIRROW, and ROWCLIFFE, 
1, Bedford-row, London, Agents for’ PARR and LLOYD, 
Solicitors, 11, Lord-street, Liverpool. 





O. CEMENT and PLASTER MANUFAC- 
TURERS, POTTERS, &c.—To be SOLD or LET, with immediate 
possession, the whole aa valuable PLANT and MACHINERY, known as 


ite the East Country Docks). 
age a depth of 480 feet, with 
The quay has a depth of water 
which is @ crane, worked by 
nary hs minute from shippi 
of two Roman cement a: 
naman aes coke ovens, with large 
backs or reservoirs, with con- 














vertical crushing mill with sifting 
plaster, nr peg high high pews jure steam 
a 


oy ate supply of 


e whole pea otras and in 


good 

dry store vaults, capable of sto 
material. The chinney shan is about one unio’ fee 
executed in . The terra-cotta works 





required, 
machinery, be 2 baths and bins, slip 
ves and , large warehouse 





zeecrem There js ac and 
op, lime and stable, a, dwelling-house, Stn eee teomnn, 

house, with three rooms, and four 
smith's shop and forge, coal 








land, and the magnificent nace ge PN 


ro, be SOLD, pursuant to ai Order of the. High 


Court of Chancery, made in a cause “ Gresley v. Green,” with 
approbation of the Vice-Chancellor Sir Richard Torin , the 
— to whose he oy M5 said Cause is attached, by M . NORTON, the 

ae that purpose, at the AUCTION MART, in the CITY 
of 10. on FRIDAY, the 2nd day of JULY, 1858, at TWELVE 
"clock at noon :— 


THE SUGWAS COURT ESTA’ bie i we: 
and about 568 acres of freehold 
parish of Eaton Bishop, in the coy eo ry 


three miles from the city of Herefo: within cuait. G@enenes af Ue 
, Leominster, Ledbury, Reem Cheltenham, and Worcester ; about 
hours’ journey by the rail to London, and bounded in Pes by the river 
wre, and for a considerable distance by the turnpike-road from Hereford 
to Hay. 
The mansion, which is substantially — commands extensive views 
as the Garden of Eng- 
hbourhood. It con- 
tains ample accommodation for a moderate family, with detached offices 
of every ere ag A oo horses, three loose boxes, 4 
ness- room, coac! and pleasure - grounds, 
Eisiee easions, partis walled in. 8 a Ban — ee 
are a pa and well-arranged agric » consisting of 
homestead and warm farm-yard, s sabiing fr for feead horses, corn and hay 
barns, bullock sheds, &c. (many of which have been beget ome erected), to- 
gether with enclosures of rich arable, meadow, ure, and orchard land, 
the whole containing, including River Island, mip 568 acres, lying 
within a ring fence. 
The manor and manorial rights attached to the Sugwas 
The premises may be viewed upon application to, and 
and conditions of sale may be had (gratis) in Lendon, 
Cra’ & Son, Solicitors, 20, Whitehall- Westminster; Mr. Still, 
Solicitor, 5, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn ; Messrs. Meredith, Lucas, & Thorn- 


Old Broad-street, City ; in the country, from 

Hereford ; Messrs. Green & Peters, Solicitors, po Mr. Francis Hamp 
Adams, of Ross, Hereford, Banker ; Mr. Hawkins, the tenant in possession 
of the estate; and also at the Green Hereford; Falcon Hotel, 
Bromyard ; Royal Oak Hot-i, Leo.uinster; Feathers Hotel, Ledbury; The 
Crown, Worcester; The P.ou h, Cheitenham; The Bush, Bristol ; 
Adelphi, Liverpool ; Albion Hoiel, Manchester; and Marsh's Hotel, Glou- 


cester. 
Dated this 3rd day of June, 1858. 
GEO. A. CRAWLEY & SON, Whitehall-place, Plaintiff's Solicitors. 





UARDIAN FIRE AND LIFE ASSURANCE 
COMPANY, No. 11, Lombard Street, London, B. €. 


RECTORS. 






A. W. Robarts, 2sq. me Henry Sykes Prey Esq. 


Lewis Loyd, jun., Esq. John Henry Smith, 
Thomas Tallemach, Esq., Secretary. | Samuel Brown, Esq., Actuary. 


aye mn get ag —Under the provisions of an of Parliament, 

now offers to future Insurers FOUR FIFTHS OF THE 

PROFITS Pw Ta np i ee DIVISION, OR A LOW RATE OF 
P » Without participation of Profits. 

The next division of Profits will be declared in June, 1860, when all Par- 
ticipating Policies which shall have subsisted at least one year at Christmas, 
1859, will be allowed to share in the Profits. 

At the Five Divisions of Profits made by this Company, the total 
Reversionary Bonuses added to the Policies a exceeded age 

At the last valuation, at Christmas, | the Sr gry force 
amounted to upwards of £4,240,000, the woot oy Life Branch, in 
1854, was more than £200,000, and the Life Assurance Fund (independent 
of the Guarantee Capital), exceeded £1,700,000. 

FOREIGN RISKS.—The Extra Premiums required for the East and West 
Indies, the British Colonies, and the northern parts of the United States of 
America, have been materially reduced. 

INVALID LIVES.—Persons who are not in such sound health as would 
enable them to insure their Lives at the Tabular Premiums, may have their 
Lives insured at Extra Premiums. 

Fl granted on Life Policies to the extent of their values, 

such Policies shall have been effected a sufficient time to Talus, erriled 
each case a value not under £50, 

Le wasp OF POLICIES.—Written notices of, received and regis- 
tered. 





MEDICAL FEES paid by the Company, and no charge will be made ‘for 
Poliay Stamps. 


FIRE DEPARTMENT. — Insurances are effected upon every description 





foreman above; 
= rm ek whole of the premises are ‘in good condition and securely 
” 


and are capable of being adapted to large general 
with the above an inland wharf anh wartnos nei North- 
Seen te at, 
farther information Mr. J. M. om | Praed-street, Pad- 
On; or to Messrs Wi “@reathead, and Blake, Solicitors, 
1, Mewes Ware 















of Property, at moderate rates. 
NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN, That Fire Policies which expire at 
Midsummer must be renewed within Fifteen at this Office, or with 
Mr. SAMS, No. 1, St. James’s-street, corner of Pall Mall; or with the 
Company's Agents throughout the Kingdom; otherwise they become void. 
Losses caused by Explosion of Gas are admitted by this Company. 
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SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION, 


INSTITUTED 1858, 


Supported by Life and Annual Subscriptions, and by Voluntary Donations. 





TEMPORARY OFFICES: 20, NEW BRIDGE STREET, BLACKFRIARS, LONDON, E.0. 





JOHN HOPE SHAW, Leeds. 
EDWARD BANNER, Liverpool. 


JAMES ANDERTON, Chairman. 


Esextztr BeNnaM. 

Tuomas Hotme Bowen. 
Tuomas Dounte CALTuror. 
Witttam STRICKLAND CooKsoNn. 


Epwarp Turner Parye, Bath. 
Tuomas Westey Turner, Bedford. 
Antucr Ry.anp, Birmingham. 
GeorGE MARSLAND, Bolton-le-Moors. 
Joun Dartinoeton, Bradford. 

Cam Gypve: Hzaven, Bristol. 

Hewry Sipney Wassroveu, Bristol. 
Hervert Tarrron Sankey, Canterbury. 
Cuarves Francis Gate, Cheltenham. 
Pur Surra SpaR.ine, Colchester. 
Farpericx Baker, Derby. 





Trastees. 


| JAMES ANDERTON, London. 
WILLIAM STRICKLAND COOKSON, London. 


Bowd of Directors. 
| 


METROPOLITAN, 


Frepertck Nicsotts Devey. 
Epwin Witxins FIELD. 
Wiiuiam Hine. 

Tuomas KENNEDY. 

Epwarp LAawRance. 


PROVINCIAL. 


Tuomas Coomss, Dorchester. 

Henry Witcocxs Hooper, Exeter. 
Tromas Evans, Hereford. 

Witu1am Henry Moss, Hull. 

CuaRies Henny Partuirs, Hull. 

Joun Swapp, Lancaster. 

‘oun Hore Saaw, Leeds. 

Epwarp Banner, ‘Liverpool. 

Matruew Dosson Lownpes, Liverpool.. 
Joun Case, Maidstone, 

James FREDERICK BEEVER, Manchester. 


Bankers. 








THOMAS HARRISON, Deputy- Chairman. 


JouN SATCHELL. 

Wittiam SHaen, M.A. 
CHARLES FLETCHER SKIRROW. 
JonN SMALE ToRR. 


James CrossLey, Manchester. 
Wittiam CLark MeRniman, Marl 
Joun CLayron, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Epwin BAL, Pershore. 

GEORGE 

Epwarp E. P. Kensex, Salisbury. 
Henry Peake, Sleaford. 

Tuomas Nicks, Warwick. 

JOHN STALLaRD, Worcester. 

Joun Lewis, Wrexham. 


UNION BANK OF LONDON, TEMPLE BAR BRANCH. 


‘HE objects of this Association are to relieve such Members as may be inca 
Profession, and the poor and necessitou Widows and families of deceased Members throughvut England and Wales. 
benefits of the Association shail be extended, n special cases, to the widows and families of Memlv ‘s of the 


Secretary: 
THOMAS EIFFE. 


itated from pursui 
It is intended, 


There are already several cases before the Directors presenting strong claims for relief; but te Directors feel that until the 
upon a more permanent basis, they ought not to dispense its funds. ‘ 
It rests with the Profession to hasten that period, by Life or Annual Subseriptions, or by Donations, and by making earnest and vigorous efor j 


induce others to follow their example. 


Every Member of Tre Incorporated Law Socrery, or of THE METROPOLITAN AND PRovinciAL Law Association, or of any Local Law § 
England or Wales, is entitled to become a Member of this Association on his own application ; and every other Practitioner desirous to become 


eligible upon recommendation by two Members. 


ee! 
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also, that tt 
Profession who have'not been eats 


A payment of £10 10s. constitntes.a Life Member. A payment of £1 18. as an admission fee, with an annual payment of £1 1s. constitutes 


Annual Member. 


Subscriptions and Donations will be received by any of the-Directors, or may be forwarded to the 


The Annual Subscriptions are payable in advance on the Ist. of July in every year, commencing with the Ist July, 1858. 
Bridge-street, B 


Secretary, at 20, New 


E.€. ; of whom the Rules and Regulations, and Forms of Application for Membership, can be obtained, and who will give his promptest attenti 


inquiries which may be made. 


Post Office Orders should be made payable at the General Pest Office, St. Martin's-le-Grand, to 


crossed “ Union Bank.” 





to “ Tuomas Errre,” and, together with all:ch 


LIST OF SUBSCRIBERS. 


Life Sub- Ann. Sub- 
scriptions scriptions, 
and withAdmis- 
Donations. sion Fee. 
ACCRINGTON, £44, s, d, 
Bannister, George .. * te 20 
ASHFORD. 
» Leslie osink. os 0 
Furley, Kobert oe *s oo 
Ilallett, Frederick Hughes ne 0 
BAQ&NSTAPLE. 
Beneraft, Richard Ineledon 0 
BATU, 
Fisher. Thomas 
ePayne, Edward Turner - 
BEDVORD. 
eTurnley, Thomas Wesley 
RBIRMINGUAM, 
Allen, William 8. .. 
Chesshire, Barnabas 
Bans, Wiliam —.. 
Morgan, William .. 
@Ry Jaud, Arthur .. 
BISHOP's STORTFORD. 
Bowker, John Baron 
BLACKBURN, 
Hargreaves, John.. 
BOLTON-LE-MOORS. 
eMarsland, George 
Watkins, James . 
BRADFORD (vorxemrnn). 
aDarlington, John . . 


tor tow eowrets 
Owe so tS rere te to 
eco eccoosco 





Marked thus (a) are Directors. 


Life Sub- Ann. Sab- 
scriptions scriptions, 
and withAdmis- 
Donations. sion Fee, 
BRISTOL—continued. £440 £54, 
Ward, Charles Edward .. oe 220 
= page a Henry Sidney low 0 
BU 
phe William, jun. .. 
CAISTOR. 
Haddelsey, erga Robert Foster 


CHELTENHAM. 

aGale, Charles Francis 
CIRENCESTER. 

La 


ud, Thomas 
a@Hooper, Henry Wilcocks — 
GRANTHAM. 


Saw, Saniuel 
HANLEY IN THE POTTERIES. | 
po ves ny Edward . 


» Lad * 
Young, Willan Bisckzsan, o- 





HEREFORD. 

aEvans, Thomas .. 
HONITON, 

Gould, Daniel 


HULL, 
oP Charen etry 
Wells, Robert ‘stale 


s 


ssss 
ssss 5 
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aShaw, John Hope (a Trustee) .. 
LEYBUBN. 
LIVERPOOL. 

‘eee John o oe 


Banner, » Baward (e Trastee). 
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